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Tue trme is probably within the memory of persons 
now living when Birmingham was a small town of a few 
thousand inhabitants, and the postal address was “ near 
Walsall.” Now the tables are turned, and Walsall is by 
far smaller than Birmingham than eighty years ago it 
was r. During the time of Birmingham's growth, 
Warwick, the chief town. of the county, has, we 
believe, not materially varied from its original di- 
mensions. Having witnessed the new arrangement for 
holding assizes at Leeds and Manchester, the Birming- 
ham pen have petitioned Sir Geo. Grey that Birming- 
ham be made an assize town. The petition sets forth 
that the borough comprises an area of thirteen square 
miles, and contains 300,000 souls ; that, upon an average 
of several years past, more than one-half of the civil 
and criminal cases tried at Warwick arose within the 
borough of Birmingham, where there was now every 
accommodation required for bar, witnesses, and solicitors, 
to most of whom it was an inconvenience and expense 
to be to a distance of twenty miles to the 
county town. The petition also states the intention of 
the corporation to provide handsome and commodious 
lodgings for the judges, and to maintain the same in an 
appropriate manner. Sir Geo. Grey having referred the 
matter to the county istrates, a meeting of that body 
has been held at Warwick, at which, after some discus- 
sion, it was resolved to forward a reply unfavourable to 











the proposal. We can see in this the same kind of 
een aye as was shown at the time of the propo- 
sition to Leeds 


an assize town ; and it is tolerably 
_ Clear that county magistrates, as a body, object to the 
' Temoval of any portion of the assize business from the 
county town, even though it would be only just to pro- 
fessional men as well as to the public at large that the 
eases which arise in the midst of such a large centre of 
ation as Birmingham is, should be dealt with on 
spot, and not at a distance of twenty miles. Time 
will, no doubt, serve to show that opinions based on a 
foundation so unreasonable as that of the magistrates of 
the county of Warwick, must at length succumb to the 
force of the will of the meet of the population. The 
present arrangement, though as yet only an experiment, 
of holding the assizes at Mocabiaer and Leeds, appears 
to have answered admirably, there is no reason to expect 
that any valid objection to that arrangement will ever 
be brought forward, and probably we sball soon see the 
example followed at Birmingham. 


Tus Laws or Scortanp have not been assimilated with 
those of England as the laws of Ireland have been in 
the last few years, but we consider the time has arrived 
when some very material alterations in the laws of Scot- 
land mee Ae ially be introduced. Our attention has 
been to this subject by a letter addressed to the 
Times by “A Scottish ” an extract from 

we give below. We cordially agree with the 
our laws might in some respects be altered 

‘made like those of Scotland ; but, apart from the in- 
value of any particular enactment, it is, in these 

id intercommunication, not only advis- 
essential, that legal process should be as nearly 

ble the same in every portion of the United King- 
Onr Scotch law is utterly bad in theory, and very bad in 
practice, in one matter ~ viz., its treatment of @ person accused 
of crime before he is put upon his trial, Once at the bar, all goes 


; rightly and well. If charged with a trifling offence, the sheriff- 


} 


| substitute tries him summarily, fines him , binds him 


over to keep the peace, or sends him to prison (for not more 
than sixty days), as the case may require. If the affair be of 


| & graver complexion, then the sheriff-substitute empannels 


jury, whose verdict of “ guilty” may be followed 


a 
by oo 
| months or even two years of imprisoament. When still worse 


| crimes are alleged against him, he is tried by the Court of Jus- 
| ticiary, who may send him to penal servitude, or to the hang- 


| short, but very clear and specific. 





man. In all courts he is tried upon an indictment, which is 
It is written in such plain 
English, that any educated child or any man who can read 
easily understands it. At his trial he meets with great indul- 
gence—often, I think, with too much ind: Still, ifa 
point of law be sometimes strained, it is ever in favour of the 
prisoner, which is erring on the safe side. But all this hu- 
manity and kindliness comes a little too late to a man who 
has been brought to the bar upon a warrant ae gt granted 
in secret, followed by an examination of himself in secret, suc- 
ceeded by a commitment for trial upon the evidence of un- 
sworn witnesses taken in secret. It is in these preliminary 
doings that the gross iniquity lies; and how very short an Act 
of Parliament would redress the grievance! The and 
above-board system would be a little more costly, I admit. 
Honesty and candour very often do cost money, is 
often cheaper. It is cheaper, for instance, to hide yourself 
under the seat of a railway carriage than to pay for a ticket, 
but I have rarely heard such a practice applauded. 

Do away with this hole-and-corner proceeding, and let us 
charge and commit our prisoners in your own open way. In 
return, you might well adopt our habit of employing a public 
prosecutor, paid by the nation, who, being w cha 
by any personal feeling in regard to the accused, either of 
anger or pity, calmly hunts down crime and brings it to 
punishment, without fear or favour, and without cost to the 
unfortunate person who has had his head broken or his purse 
stolen, 

All this is easy enough, and is a mere question of a few 
pounds, shillings, and pence; but when we come to think of a 
re-arrangement of our civil law, we ee to ourselves a more 
difficult task; not one, however, at all impossible, as you ma 
be told by timid men. * Some men always will confound dif- 
ficulty with impossibility. 

The Scottish law is far from a bad one. Its great Levee 
are true, and are the same as prevailin England, France, Ger- 
many, and in every “good and well-governed realm.” The 
forms of process laid down by statute are simple and short, 

In THE FOLLOWING cAsE, which came before Mr. 
Ellison at the Worship-street Police Court on the 13th 
instant, we recognise one of a class of cases which are 
now, we fear, only too common in the very poor districts 
of the metropolis :— 

Jude Lyons, a pawnbroker, of Brick-lane, Spitalfields, was 
charged, on the prosecution of Mr. Hyam, vestry-clerk of 
Christchurch, Spitalfields, with numerous offences under the 
Pawnbrokers’ Act. 

A poor widow, named Mary Hurley, pawned four Windsor 
chairs with the defendant in June, 1863, the defendant advanc- 
ing her ninepence on each, and giving her no duplicate. 
her calling again, he told her that the chairs were 
to him—they took up too much ts and — if she did not 

ay him tenpence interest per month upon money, every 
atk before the month was up, he would sell them... She en- 
treated him not to do so, as her husband had had them made 
for him, but he said he must. She paid this tenpence 
month for eight months, amounting to six shillings and 
pence for the loan of three shillings. When she went 
them, she placed two florins on the counter, and asked for 
her chairs. He laughed at her, told her he had not i 
chairs, and that he had sold them, Two months 
she saw him sitting at his own door upon 
which she could swear to from a cut in the 
child had made. 

It was proved there was no entry of these transactions in 
defendant’s books, and, in fact, no entry at all from Juus to 


October, 

Roverel-ather eathe wine, pines Se ae 

that defendant had already 

been twice before convicted—at Christmas and in March last— 
each time on numerous i and with penalties amount- 
ing to between £15 and £16; and two of the seven informations 
now laid having been withdrawn, 

Mr. Ellison told the defendant that it had been shown that 
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he was one of those persons whose whole occupation it was to 
defraud and cheat the poorest of their hard-earned pence. 
It would be ruinous to inflict the full amount of penalty in every 
one of these cases, but upon two of them he should impose a 

y of £10 each, and upon four of the others 20s. each, 
making in the whole £24, and, in default of payment or goods 
to upon, he must stand committed for periods amounting 
to eight months in the House of Correction. 

defendant was locked up in default. 

The case of those who, through their poverty, are 
liable to. become the prey of such malefactors as Mr. 
Jude Lyons, requires that the protection which the law 
affords should be stringently exercised in their favour, 
and, in noting the decision of the magistrate, we are 
without the slightest commiseration for the defendant. 


In THE couRsE OF A TRIAL which took place at the 
Central Criminal Court on the 18th ult., Mr. Justice 
Byles asked to look ata fair copy of the depositions, 
remarking that those from the Thames Police Court 
were so badly written that he could not read them. 
Complaints of this description are not unfrequent in 
every court. The Lord Chancellor's idea of printing 
affidavits and other pleadings arose from the fact that 
the handwriting of office copies was of a very indifferent 
character. ‘The exercise of ordinary respect for her 
Majesty's judges would, we should suppose, have made 
writers more careful; but no plea grounded on such 
supposition will form an excuse for the neglect of those 
whose duty it is to superintend the writing of documents 
to be supplied for the use of the Courts. 


Epwarp Porz, who had been committed for trial for 
having threatened the lives of the Prince of Wales, the 
Home Secretary, and the English Consul at Boulogne,* 
was arraigned on the 18th instant, at the Central 
Criminal Court, on an indictment comprising the charge 
above mentioned. Having been called on to plead, the 
prisoner said, “‘ I wrote that letter.” Mr. Gibson, the 
surgeon of Newgate, having deposed that “in hisopinion 
the prisoner was of unsound mind, and not in a fit con- 
dition to or to do any other important act in life,” 
and Dr. Begley having ssuphentted that evidence, Mr. 
Justice Byles Gives ed that the prisoner be kept in cus- 
tody during her Majesty’s pleasure. 

Tue new Acr for the closing of public-houses between 
the hours of one and four o'clock a.m., will occasionally 
fall rather hard upon those with whose legitimate business 
it interferes. Persons who attend the London markets 
require food and refreshment between the proscribed 
hours, and those who have been accustomed to supply 
them are already discovering that their chief source of 
profit is dwindling to nothing. We believe that people 
when thirsty and hungry will get what they want, and 
when they want it, even in defiance of the law, and it 
were better to make an exception in certain legitimate 
ceases than that the law should be continually infringed. 


It 1s RumMovrep that Lord Brougham intends to pub- 
lish his opinion on the Yelverton case, which he was 
unable to deliver, and which the rules of the House of 
Lords precluded the Lord Chancellor from reading for 
him. It will be an interesting document, if only to 
show how far the noble Lord's early cunning in bending 
and moulding refractory evidence continues in vigour. 


Aw action for breach of promise of marriage, brought 
at the Leeds assizes by a disappointed gentleman, was 
tried last week. The judge and jury, as well as the 
general public, appear to have entertained opinions ad- 
verse to the plaintiff, and great excitement was shown 
in court when the jury returned a verdict for the plain- 
tiff—damages one farthing. Such cases are rare; but, 
however much we may think a man who brings such an 
action deserves the opprobrium of his fellows, yet every 
man is entitled to ample justice, and it is scarcely decent 
pn plaintiff, however ungallant, should be hooted out 
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Last weex’e assizes at Live was prolific in 
actions for damages for railway accidents. One da 
alone produced three of such actions, in all of which 
heavy damages were awarded against the companies, In 
one case, a contractor named Wilde obtained £1 
from the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire ar 
way Company ; in another, a commercial traveller was 
awarded £750 damages for an accident received on the 
Great Western line; and in the third, a cattle-dealer 
received £750 from the Lancashire and Yorkshire Rail- 
way Company. Trial by jury is a wonderful institution ; 
but we fear that justice to railway companies, trades- 
men's customers, and solicitors, is not among its merits, 


We are 1nFormep that Frederick Calvert, Eeq.,Q.6., 
intends at the next general election to offer himself asa 
candidate for Aylesbury. 


Ar ran Cenrran Crimrnan Court, a prisoner who 
was tried for a robbery, and sentenced to twelve months’ 
imprisonment, suddenly, at the conclusion of the sen. 
tence, took off his shoe, and, hurling it with great Vio- 
lence in the direction of the jury, rushed from the dock 
and disappeared. Of course a great excitement ensued, 
and all in court sprang to their feet as by a common im- 

ulse. It was understood that the missile was intended 
or a policeman who had given evidence against the 
prisoner, but it fortunately failed of its object, for the 
indentation made on the front of the jury-box’ bore 
witness to the force with which it was sent. The juty 
suggested that the front of the dock should in future be 
so guarded as to prevent a repetition of the act—a sug- 
estion in which we cannot concur, and which Would 
cave the effect of placing a prisoner on his trial in 
something very like a cage. A little more vigilatice on 
the part of the warders appears to be all that is neces- 
sary to protect the Court from any violence contemi- 
plated by 4 prisoner. 


AN oLp mops of swindling has recently been revived, 
and is very much on the increase. Sometimes persons 
are induced to advance money for the purchase of a 
business, or as a douceur for Wy tap. a situation as a 
clerk ; or sometimes it is only a few shillings which the 
victim pays, by way of booking fee, for obtaining a situa- 
tion; but whether the sums be large or small, these 
transactions are generally effected through the medium 
of an advertisement inserted in the by persons 
calling themselves general agents or exployment agents. 
A case was ex last week in the Police Court, which 
may serve as a warning to the incautious. In answer to 
an advertisement, a person who applied at the place of 
reference was given an address in the country, and was 
required to pay a fee of five shillings. The address in 
the country sign to be spurious, and the fact, was dis- 
covered by the aid of the local police, and the return of 
a letter through the Dead Letter office. A gentleman 


attended on the magistrate to state the case, with a, view 
of its being noticed oy the press, and that persons 
ing situations should not waste their time as as 
their money in making applications at the office in 


question, the address of which was given. 


Ir 1s UNDERSTOOD that the law of France with respect 
to nprepemest for debt is about to be materially 
altered. It is intended, we believe, to abolish al 
imprisonment for simple debts in the case of 
subjects, and only to retain it in cases of breach of trast, 
and in cases arising under criminal proeess, and that 
only as regards under the age of sixty years. 
With respect to foreigners, the old law will be 
so as nearly to abolish imprisonment for debts 
the amount, of 1,000 francs (£40). At present, if @ 
foreigner in France owes 150 francs, he is liable to be 
imprisoned, without any judicial process whatever, until 
he can = domiciled Frenchmen pas be hi 

» ma eventually impri a term 
a ecm Sent Sau 
as@ matter of course,.to be arrested before 
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bat the ppenidon t of the court order his provisional 
arrest. He will, however, mag a right A - set at 
liberty after eight days if the creditor does not 

with ay werd or, on finding bail, he may mes at 
any time before judgment. r judgment he will, i 

hia. debt is over i000 francs, be liable to a shorter term 
of imprisonment than under the present state of the 
law. This is a real reform, which we believe will give 
the greatest satisfaction in this country. 





PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION.—No. I. 
FEES OF PARLIAMENTARY COUNSEL. 

The subject which appears at the head of this article 
is one which has lately occupied a good deal of public 
attention, and was made the theme of much discussion 
in Parliament towards the end of the last session. 

It is frequently said, and commonly believed, that the 
House of Commons is a peculiarly practical assembly, 
and characteristically intolerant of anyone talking on a 
matter he knows nothing about; but, if this be so in 
general, certainly the discussion in question formed a 
striking exception to the rule. 

The first grave error into which the House was be- 
trayed, and which lay at the bottom of much, perhaps 
the greater part, of the nonsense—we must call it so— 
that was talked about this matter, is the idea that there 
exists within the ranks of the Bar a particular inner 
eirele or clique called the “ Parliamentary Bar,” 
having a professional monopoly of the business trans- 
acted before select committees. Every barrister, and 
every London solicitor who has ever had anything to do 
with Parliamentary practice, knows that this is not the 
case, and that every ister has, and always has had, 
an equal right to appear before any select committee in 
any case in which he may be intrusted with a brief; 
yet, though the House is by no means destitute of 
Py ms of the long robe,” no one seems to have 
taken the trouble to set right this elementary blunder. 

True, it is customary for certain counsel to devote 
their attention principally to Parliamentary work, just 
as others occupy themselves in the Court of Chancery 
or in Conveyancing, and others ordinarily practise at 
the Old Bailey ; this division of labour is not only very 
natural, and generally of great advantage to the suitors, 
as.enabling them to obtain the assistance of men specially 
trained for the particular service which they require, 
but is rendered ny agin necessary by the multipli- 
city of our courts, their great distances from one another, 
the fact that they are frequently all sitting at one and 
the same time, and the natural incapacity of every 
animal (other than Sir Boyle Roche's bird) to “ be in 
two places at once.” But it is not the less true that 
wow 4 court in London and Westminster is open to the 
whole bur, and that no such monopoly as supposed exists. 
On circuit indeed there is an immemorial custom through 
which no ordinary barrister could break with impunity, 
that everyone should attach himself within a prenacn 
time to some one circuit, and should not accept business 
(except with a special fee) on any other circuit; and the 
great leaders, for their own convenience and that of 
their clients, have in many instances voluntarily still 


further reduced their sphere of action by determining to 


refuse all business of certain specified kinds without a 
special fee. It would, however, be as reasonable to com- 
plain that the Courts of Equity are not open to the pro- 
fession .at large, because the leading Queen's Counsel 
whose ordi business is at common law refuse to take 
before Vice-Chancellor without special fees ; 
or to talk.of the Common Law Bar as if a conveyancer 
was by etiquette uded from appearing before the 
if desired ; as to speak, as was 


é 





teas st domens Kemsn, thaeion, ae ia 
names of James, Keane, 

which the profession is familiar, will be sufficient to 
show the prevalence of a similar my, among the 
“Common Law Bar.” The present Chief Justice, 
if we are not mistaken, was in the possession of a very 
lucrative Parliamen We yp at the time when he 
was one of the acknow ged leaders, if not the leader, 
of the Western Circuit. The rules of Parliament do, 
indeed, and very pro ly, deny audience to members of 
the House of , but with. this. si 

the ccmmnpmrsemne are open to the ang 3 

So mui r the supposed monopoly; 
tion then arises, if this be so, why are fees ieee 
Parliament paid on so much higher a scale than fees for 
actions and suits in the superior courts? There are 
several reasons all tending to produce this result. 

In the first place, however, it may be 
that all minimum limits imposed upon fees of various 
kinds (as that a Queen's counsel never takes less than 
two guineas, or utter barristers than one guinea except 
for motions of course, &c.) have arisen, not by the opera- 
tion of any positive enactment of the profession, but by 
the combined operation of long-continued custom and 
the rule of professional etiquette which forbids “ under 
selling ;” just as in the United States it has become an 
inflexible rule (or at least prior to the present monetary 
disturbances there it had so become) that all fees for 
advocacy, as distinguished from ordinary costs, of which 
a bill is there as here regularly made out according to a 
fixed scale, should be paid in “ half eagles ;” .¢.,im some 
multiple of the ordinary gold coin. When, then, the busi- 
ness transacted in Parliamentary committee-rooms began 
to assume its present proportions, and it became necessary 
for promoters and opponents of private bills to obtain the 
assistance of ir ong professional advocacy, it soon be- 
came obvious that, apart from any arbitrary rule, the 
requisite counsel must inevitably, if men qualified for 
the task were to be obtained, receive their remuneration 
on a scale much above the ordinary. For, first, the 
amounts at stake are very large as compared with the 
average of actions and suits, and it is well known 
that “heavy stakes entail large fees;” and se- 
condly, counsel engaged before Parliament are cut 
off from so many other professional advantages that a 
direct recompense in the shape of extra fees is 
to induce any but the “ briefless ” to undertake the task. 

If the counsel proposed to be retained have any practice 
in any ‘ae centh, that yet be set aside for time, 
at the risk of material and permanent damage, to attend 
to the committee, - ~~ ages oni the meng 
will perhaps be deserted just when the presence 
saneatl is ol needed. But to secure that, as between 
the conflicting claims of his regular practice and his 
stray bp remy brief, br ve ae pone oy 
to, it is obviously requisite that it shou 
more wi ewe o. thak the fees should be caleutnted 
according to a much higher scale. Vhe existing seale 
has doubtless arisen from the fact that a special retainer 
to take counsel off his circuit is five guineas, and that 
ten guineas has from time almost immemorial (from, we 


F 


Lords; but even if this were not so, the number five readily 
suggests itself as the multiplier whereby to form an in- 
erease on the basis of an existing scale; and the minimum 
limits of one and two guineas respecti had been 
well settled before private bill legislati 
such as it is. 
had become usual, the established rule against un- 
derselling would prevent any counsel, from. ee 
a smaller fee, even if otherwise ready and willing to: 


on ‘ns 
But, it will be said, this only epplies 
counsel whose ordinary business lies elsewhere, 
are only exceptionally before 
(this is, we believe, the theory in every case), 
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not touch those who devote themselves, as many now 
do, exclusively or principally to Parliamentary practice. 
Tothis however the answer is obvious. Apart from the 
consideration that Parliamentary business can only 
attract away from the wider fields of common law and 
equity a barrister capable of rising to distinction by its 
more lucrative nature; apart from the fact that the 
t Parliamentary leaders find themselves reduced to 
the alternative either of abandoning all hope of the 
great prizes of the profession, by reason of their ex- 
clusion from the House of Commons, or of ruining their 
business by —— that House, and therefore natu- 
= <ore what they lose in objects of ambition to be 
m up to them in the only way in which that 
can be done; apart from the fact, already alluded 
to, that the large interests at stake before Parlia- 
men committees will always enable those whose 
services are really valuable to demand high fees, 
which will in their turn, “set the scale” for others ; 
there remains the further consideration, which must come 
at once home to everyone who thinks upon the subject, 
that whereas a barrister has ordinarily ten working 
months in every year during which he may usually ex- 
pect employment and consequent gain, the counsel 
whese business lies exclusively, or principally, before Par- 
liamentary committees, has at most but five ; and, there- 
fore, either the scale of fees must be such that in that five 
he can fairly look for as large an income as his professional 
brother can in his ten, or the work in question must 
fall into the hands of an inferior class of counsel. The 
experience of those courts wherein the gains are less 
than the average of the profession fully establishes this 
proposition. 
ntlemen in and out of Parliament may rest assured 
that the interests represented before committees are too 
t to be intrusted to the tyros or the “failures” of 
the profession ; and that, therefore, as you can only get 
first-class men bya first-class price, and as that price can- 
not be paid, as it is in the other branches of the profes- 
sion, in honours or promotion, it must be paid in money, 
and the services of Parliamentary counsel worthy of 
confidence must inevitably continue to command a scale 
of fees commensurate with the magnitude of the cases 
intrusted to their care, and the value of the advan- 
tages from which they are debarred. 





BALE v. CLELAND. 

At the present moment, when rash and improvident 
speculation is at its height, and the public, being seized 
with a mania for the shares of joint-stock companies as 
an investment for the hoards that have been accumu- 
lating for some years, in consequence of the unsettled 
state of foreign politics and the doubtful nature of 
foreign securities, are ready to rush headlong, without 
thought or consideration, into any of the mad adventures 
and novel schemes with which the country abounds, it 
would be a prudent act on the part of their advisers 
calmly and+deliberately to peruse the report in the 
morning Fe of the case of Bale y. Cleland, recently 
tried at dford, and see if they can draw any conclu- 
sion from it likely to stem the current of speculation and 
check the spirit of gambling which everywhere abounds. 

Lawyers are not often or easily caught by flaming 
advertisements or cooked balance-sheets, which, as we 
on one occasion overheard a director of more than 
one company assert, could, by a little manipulation, be 
made to speak to any required state of things, and this, 
it would seem, is a fraud not u uently perpetrated. 
a, are, however, aw yew na oe of 

gam mania—by clergymen, idows, b 

un vy Herre by officers on half. y; valived 
and gentlemen of small means—who, by great 
privations, have saved a little money, and are hoping, by 
nisin ce enapherdlin igi anetediee he 
perusal of Bale v. Cle will give, even to solicitors, an 
insight into the mode by which the public are gulled 





vee insane speculations, that will be invaluable to their 
clients. 

About five years ago the so ere Company was 
formed, for the purpose of working certain mines in 
Cuba, containing petroleum, a natural bituminous oil, 
and asphaltum, a mineral pitch from which paraffin is 
manufactured. A large sum was expended in the 
purchase of these mines, and in the erection of extensive 
works at Millwall, in the Isle of Dogs, for the manu- 
facture of the asphaltum, to which place it had been 
shipped for that purpose. As is usually the case with 
property situate at so great a distance, where ordinary 
investigations cannot be satisfactorily conducted, and the 
directors and shareholders are obliged, in a great 
measure, to rely upon the information of the promoter 
of a company or the owner of the property, the yield 
of the mines was far less valuable than the vendor re- 
presented, and than the directors, upon that representa- 
tion, believed, and the works were carried on at a loss. 
The directors, however, affected to think otherwise, and 
accordingly circulated various statements showing the 
prosperity of the company, which induced Mr. Bale to 
make a large investment in its shares. The secretary 
did not believe in the flourishing condition of the 
company, and he accordingly prepared a balance- 
sheet showing heavy losses. The directors, or some 
of them, however, prepared a balance-sheet, on the 
contrary, showing a result the very opposite of the secre- 
tary's. The secretary, nevertheless, proved to be correct, 
for the Board were obliged to abandon the undertaking, 
and the company came under the o ion of the Wind- 
ing-up Acts. The —— found himself not only a 
loser of the money he had invested, but also invaleul 
in the liabilities of a contributory. In the action tried 
at Guildford, he charged the defendants with making 
statements that were untrue and fraudulent. These 
imputations, however, were subsequently withdrawn, 
upon an arrangement that the plaintiff was to receive a 
large portion of his claim—a compromise which would 
ledd to the inference that the plaintiff thought that 
all the representations upon the faith of which he 
bought his shares may have been owing more to inaccu- 
racy in point of fact than to any wilful intention to 
deceive the public. This termination cannot be 
otherwise than satisfactory to the directors. What 
view the jury would have taken of their conduct it is 
not for us to say, for the evidence furnished some 
remarkable disclosures. The enormous sums invested 
by men who, a few years since, would have found it 
difficult to subscribe as many hundreds as they have 
thousands—the reckless way in which a share ; 
whose position ought to have deterred him from such 
practices, proposed the payment of a dividend by a 
company that had been carried on at a loss, thus making 
the capital pay that which the law says shall come out 
of profits only—the dissensions with reference to the 
balance-sheet, between the directors and the 
and auditor—the manner in which that document was 
transformed from a loss into a profit—the grandilo- 
quent representations of the prospectus and directors’ 
reports, founded upon, if any, the barest shade of 
foundation, have all a tendency to shake the confidence 
of the public—at least, the wise and prudent portion 
of ise joint-stock undertakings. Here the company 
was fortunate enough to possess an honest secretary; in 
others, meaner united with directors to conceal 
the truth from the shareholders; whilst the Courts 
of Chancery and Bankruptcy disclose cases where 
they have done all the business on their own account, 
at the expense of the shareholders. The statements of 
the prospectus and reports of the Asphaltam Company 
are in remarkable contrast with the facts. How the * 
tors whose names appeared upon them could have 
ns such re tations to be —_— we are - ? 
oss to imagine. We find them stating profits w 
have been “deduced from actual working,” at nearly 
£22,000 a-year, when in fact the undertaking was being 
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carried on at a loss. The auditor refused to sign this 
balance-sheet because it showed a profit available for 
dividend, when the accumulated debt of the company 
was nearly equal to £10,000; and in the face of these 
facts, which, the directors ought to have known, were 
liable to be dragged from the seclusion of the board- 
room into the open glare of a court of justice at the in- 
stance of any refractory shareholder, the directors re- 
port to the shareholders that the accounts have been 
earefully audited and found correct. Upon the strength 
of this statement, we will assume, for the credit of 
the gentleman who made the wild motion, a dividend 
at the rate of ten od cent. was actually declared by the 
shareholders, payable of course out of capital—not out of 
losses, of which there were plenty—not out of profits, of 
which there were none. The secretary's evidence is 
worthy of note. He stated that he was compelled, against 
his own judgment, so to modify his balance-sheet that 
his deficiency of £2,200 was converted into a consider- 
able surplus. Can it be inferred from these facts that 
the directors honestly believed in the prosperity of the 
undertaking, or that they were justified in their reports 
and financial statements? Whatever may have been 
their views of the mode in which the accounts should 
be made out, did they act bona fide in the view 
which they took of the financial position of the pms ee 
so op as it was to that of the secretary and auditor ? 
In point of law, their motives or intentions are of little 
importance. If they deceived, whether through inad- 
vertence or wilful fraud, or t h errors arising from 
negligence, the law takes the same view of their conduct. 
Whether they be guilty of moral or legal fraud, it is 
immaterial ; and it is very just that this should be so. 
Some protection against the desi or inadvertence, or 
negligence of directors, should be afforded by the law 
to the large numbers of persons who are continually 
seeking investments for their small savings in joint- 
stock enterprises ; and it is well that directors should see 
in this case a moral that will deter them from any 
practices that will not meet the light of day. The re- 
cords of our law courts are monuments of the instances 
in which credulous shareholders are the victims of such 
a system, and any ional man can, from his own 
experience, multi instances by a list of cases 
that are the subject of amicable arrangement, where 
ple of small means have been victimised. Specu- 
letors have no means of checking the accuracy of 
reports and balance-sheets; and the fact of their being 
so often cooked, shows that there are many dupes to be 
caught amongst the public. But a duty serious 
responsibility is cast upon directors to be careful and 
accurate in statements by which the unwary may 
be caught, lest they should find themselves losers, not 
> purse, but also in fame. 
is case reads a moral lesson to directors, secretaries, 
auditors, rash and improvident speculators and share- 
holders, and, above all, to persons undertaking enter- 
ises which must be carried on in a foreign country, 
Sent the reach of scrutiny and investigation. 








REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT. 
PRIORITY OF CONSIGNEES. 

[A note of the following important decision has been 

supplied to us by the kindness of Counsel. ] 
(Before H. J. Sronor, Esq., Chief Commissioner.) 

Re MacDowall Ex parte Normand and Others. 

The consignee of a West Indian estate is entitled to a 
lien on the corpus of the estate for advances made by him 
for its cultivation, in priority to all other incwmbrancers, 
including the: assignees of a Crown mortgage, under the 
Hurricane Loan Act, 2 § 8 Will. 4, c. 125. 

This case stood for judgment on the final settlement of the 
schedule. The judgment contains a statement of the facts, 





Mr. Colt appeared for the petitioners, and Mr. W. W. 
Mackeson for Messrs. Graham & Co., claimants as con- 


signees. 

Aug. 10,—The Chief Commissioner delivered judgment 
as follows:— 

These are objections, filed by James Normand and 
others (the petitioners in this case), to the draft schedule 
of incumbrances settled by the secretary, seeking that the 
same may be varied, by giving the incumbrance of the 
petitioners priority over that of Messrs. Graham, Porter, 
& Co., consignees of the estate, which now stands first. 

The moneys to which the schedule relates, arise from 
two undivided third parts of the Park Hill Estate, in the 
Island of St. Vincent, which were sold, together with the 
remaining one-third part (held under a different title), 
by order of this Court, on the 8th of March last. 

The following appear to be the material circumstances 
of the case:—The Park Hill Estate formerly belonged to 
Ailan MacDowall, who, by indentures dated the 19th and 
20th of May, 1834, made under the 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 125 
(commonly called the Hurricane Loan Act), mortgaged 
the two-thirds in question to the Crown, to secure a loan 
of £2,650, advanced under the above Acts. All the existing 
incumbrancers on the estate concurred in the above mort- 
gage, and postponed their securities; but, independently 
of such postponement, it is provided by the statute that 
all mortgages made thereunder should have priority over 
all other mortgages and securities charged or 
upon the property. 

This mortgage was, on the 12th of October, 1844, trans- 
ferred by the Hurricane Loan Commissioners, the 
powers conferred by the statute 7 & 8 Vict. c. 17, to 
Messrs. Muir & Donaldson; and, after mesne assignments, 
it was, on the 4th May, 1859, assigned to the petitioners. 
It is not disputed that this mortgage has priority, either 
by date or by postponement, or by the force of the above 
statute, over all incumbrances other than that of Messrs. 
Graham, Porter, & Co., the consignees, which has arisen 
in the following manner. 

In 1835, Walter Cockburn became consignee of the 
whole estate, under an agreement to which Allan 
MacDowall and a great number of persons interested in 
the estate (including the owners of certain judgment 
debts, which have also become vested in the petitioners, 
but not including the Crown mortgagees) were parties, 
and large sums were advanced by Walter Cockburn for 
the cultivation and management. : 

Allan MacDowall died in 1837, having devised the estate, 
subject to certain charges, to his son, John Vincent 
MacDowall. 

On the 2nd of November, 1839, a further agreement 
was made between certain persons, all creditors of Allan 
MacDowall, including probably the owners of the judg- 
ment debts now vested in the petitioners, but not the 
Crown mortgagees and Walter Cockburn, whereby Walter 
Cockburn was continued as " 

Walter Cockburn died in February, 1840, shortly after 
the date of the last-mentioned agreement, at which time 
a sum of £2,407 appears to have been due to his estate; 
but the business of consignee was, by the consent of all 
parties, carried on by his executors and 
until the 8th of March, 1854, when George Stodart, who 
then represented the estate of Walter Cockburn, assigned 
the debt due to that estate from the Park Hill 


: 


amounting to £5,409 6s, 4d., for the sum of £700, to 
Legall, Graham, & Co., who thereupon became, and re- 
mained, consignees of the estate up to the date of the sale 


in this court. 
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management and cultivation of the estate since they be- 
came consignees, including the above sums of £700 and 
£1,500. 

It appears by the affidavits of Mr. James Graham and 
Mr. Rennie, and letters and receipts which have been 
given in evidence, that the petitioners as well as their 
predecessors in title, both as to the Crown mortgage and 
the judgment debts already referred to, were fully aware 
that Messrs. Graham & Porter and their predecessors 
acted as consignees, communicated with them as such, 
and received payments of interest from them in respect of 
the said mortgage. . 

On the part of the petitioners, and in support of their 
objections, it has been contended substantially—1st, that 
consignees have no lien in the absence of contract; 2ndly, 
that no contract exists in the present case; 3rdly, that 
the Act 2 & 3 Will. 4 gives the Crown mortgage assigned 
to the petitioners a priority over all other incumbrances 
discharged, even of any lien which may have arisen by 
any contract entered into by them, orthose under whom 
they claim. 

On the first point, I am of opinion, on the authority of 
the cases cited, and for the reasons given in my judg- 
ments in the cases of Er parte Chapman, Ex parte Great- 
heed, and Ez parte Fraser, which are reported in Cust’s 
West Indian Incumbered Estates Acts, pp. 156 and 172, 
and which have obtained the honour of Lord Kingsdown’s 
praise in delivering the judgment of the Privy Council 
in the case of Fraser v. Burgess, 13 Moo. P. C. C. 814, 
that a consignee of the produce of a West Indian estate 
is prima facie entitled to a lien not only on the produce 
of the estate, but also on the corpus of the estate, for the 
advances made for its cultivation, independently of any 
contract; and that if the estate be sold, and it becomes 
the duty of a court of equity to distribute the proceeds, 
that lien must have priority over all others. I am aware 
there is no precise decision to this effect; that Lord 
Justice Turner has stated that he has never been able to 
make up his mind on the point; and that doubts and even 
contrary opinions to what I have expressed have been 
entertained by some learned judges, as noticed in the 
judgment of this Court already referred to. But, on the 
other hand, the balance of judicial decisions and dicta, 

from the case of Scott v Nesbitt, before Lord Eldon, to 
the case of Morrison v. Morrison, before Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart, and, I may add, the case of Fraser v. Burgess, 
appears to me so overwhelming in favour of the lien of 
the consignee, and the reliance which the commercial 
interests have undoubtedly plazed upon this lien has con- 
fessedly been so explicit, that I feel compelled to adhere 
to the decisions of this Court in the cases I have already 
cited, although I cannot help feeling the great responsi- 
bility which is cast on me. The point is, I am aware, 
expressly reserved in the judgment of Lord Kingsdown 
in the case of Fraser v. Burgess, and again by Lord 
Justice Turner, in delivering a more recent judgment of 
the Privy Council in Daniel v. Trotman, 11 W. R. 717. 
But there are some observations of Lord Kingsdown, in 
the former case, which appear to me to favour very 
strongly the conclusion to which I have come. He says, 
“The question whether the Court, at the instance of a 
ee, would order the balance due to him to be 
by sale or miortgage of the estate, when a sale or 


into money by the Legislature substituting for the slaves 
on the estate the compensation-money awarded in respect 
of the compulsory emancipation. The same principle 





concluding words which I have quoted from Lord Kings- 
down’s judgment appear to me to apply most precisely 
to the present case. 

On the second point, I am of opinion that there is 
some evidence in this case in support of an implied con- 
tract between these incumbrancers and the 

that the latter (supposing them not to have a lien for 
their advances by the general or special rules of equity) 
should be entitled to such lien, at all events on the pro- 
duce of the estate; and the estate being now sold on the 
petition of the incumbrancers, that such lien would ‘ap- 
parently become transferred to the corpus, according to 
the dictum of Lord Kingsdown already cited. Enter- 
taining, however, the view that I do as to the right of 
the consignees to the lien in question, independently of 
contract, I do not consider it necessary for me to con- 
sider minutely the weight of that evidence. Moreover, 
there is great obscurity as to portions of it; and if my 
decision is desired upon this point, I must direct it to be 
re-argued, with liberty to produce any further evidence. 
On the third point, I am of opinion that the Act 2 & 3 
Will. 4,c. 125, gives the Crown mortgagee priority over all 
incumbrances existing at the date of the mortgage, but 
not against any lien arising subsequently, by the general 
or special rules of equity, or by express of implied con- 
tract of the parties entitled to the Crown mortgage; and 
being of opinion that the consignees have acquired & lien 
by such rules, and also probably by contract, I think that 
it has priority over the Crown mortgage. The advances 
are for the benefit of the Crown mortgagees as much as, 
and probably more than, any other incumbrancers, and 
there is no reason why they should not be subject to the 
same liability in respect of them. 

It has also been urged by the petitioners, that, although 
the consignees have a claim for advances by them for 
supplies, they ought not to be allowed a claim for their 
advances for interest paid to incumbrancers. This is a 
peculiarly hard objection from those who have received 
the interest in question themselves, and I think that the 
case of Shaw v. Simpson (1 Yo. & Coll. ©. 0. 732) is an 
authority that the interest is a proper claim, and, if any+ 
thing, more favoured by the Court of Chancery than the 
claim for supplies. The only distinction between this 
case and the present is, that in the former the consignee 
was appointed or continued by the Court of Chancery; 
but if this distinction could prevail in the present case so 
as to defeat the rights of the consignees, it ought equally 
to prevail in all other cases where consignees have not 
been appointed or continued by the Court of Chancery to 
defeat their rights in toto. 

In the course of argument’it was contended by the 
petitioner’s counsel that the acceptance by Legall, Gra- 
ham, & Porter of the mortgage of £1,500, as @ security 
for past and future advances, was a waiver of their 
lien as consignees. The same point arose in the case 
of Ex parte Davis and Boddington, reported in Cust’s 
West India Incumbered Estates Acts, p. 161, and was 
overruled by me on the grounds there stated—and I see 
no reason to vary my decision in this case, and I only 
mention the point in case of an appeal from my present 
decision. With the same view, I will mention an argu- 
ment urged by Mr. Mackeson, counsel of the consignees 
—viz., that this estate, being held in tenancy in common, 
and the consignees having an undoubted lien on one- 
third, they therefore, ew necessitate, had a lien on the 
other two-thirds. The learned counsel illustrated this by 
the practice of the Jamaican muleteer, who, he states, 
wears only one spur, well knowing that if he can get 
one side of the mule to progress, the other will follow. 
I ventured to remind him of a passage in the first canto 
of “ Hudibras,” where the same idea is more 
pointedly; but, even with such illustration, I think the 
argument fails. The general rule of English law is, that 
no man can a¢guire a lien for advances made for the 
benefit of another man’s property without his authority, 
although it is said to be otherwise according to the law 





mand on the profits while it remained unsold.” The 
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get his money for the horse, and he was determined to have 
either the horse or the money. The money was paid ‘before 
this affair of the eggs. 

The defence was that the prosecutor was influenced by 
vindictive feeling towards the prisoner, on account of the 
demand for payment for his services iu attending the horse, and 
that he had purposely delayed making the charge until the even- 
ing of Saturday, in order that he might have the satisfaction of 
locking him up until the Monday morning. Comments were 
also made on the injustice of not giving the prisoner the + 
tunity of showing his innocence at once by being Bide a7 
in the absence of ail corroboration of the prosecutor’s story that 


y. Smee, 1 Ves. Sen. 155). The property consisting of 
undivided parts, does not appear to me to constitute an 
exception to the rule. The case of Bernard v. Davies, 
11 W. R. 48, was cited in argument. It relates only to 
the lien of managers, and the question as to the lien of 
consignees, on which Lord Justice Turner and so many 
learned judges have reserved their judgmenis, did not 
roperly arise, and was not fully considered in it. 

I therefore think that the consignees have been rightly 
placed first on this schedule for the amount due to them, 
subject to any questions of account; and I overrule these 
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bjections unless a further hearing is desired on the point 


o| 
which I have mentioned. 


The usual account of what is due to the consignees, for 
advances made by them on account of interest as well as 
of supplies, will be taken by the secretary, if the parties 


require it, 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Pepys, ) 

Aug. 23.—In re John Wood.—The bankrupt was described 
as late of Falcon-street, City, and Winchester, attorney-at-law, 
now a prisoner in Whitecross-street. He was adjudicated upon 
the petition of Mr. James Anderton, of 20, New Bridge-street, 
gentleman. The debts and liabilities are estimated at about 
£8,000, with assets of uncertain amount, ‘The bankrupt, who 
was formerly a partner in the firm of Wood & France, soli- 
citors, Falcon-square, had been a member of the Common 
Council, and took part in the arrangements for entertainments 
to illustrious personages. 

This was 4 first meeting for proof of debts. Proofs to the 
amount of nearly £4,000 were admitted, and Mr. Anderton, 
the petitioning creditor, and Mr. Herring, of Aldersgate-street, 
wholesale druggist, were elected trade assignees. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Gaserxe [sitting for Mr. W. H, Bodkin], 
the assistant-judge, Mr. J. Payne, the deputy assistant 
judge, Mr. R. Kerr, Mr. B. Saarr, Mr. Parsury, Dr. 
Jervis, Sir James Tyrer, Mr. C. Wuirz, and Mr. 

Trwanrt, Justices.) 

Aug. 24.—George Heatley surrendered upon bail toa charge 
of stealing two eggs, the property of Mr. Ollis, a grocer, of 
Enfield. 

Mr. Ribton (instructed by Mr. Chandler) prosecuted; Mr. 
Metcalfe (instructed by Messrs. Cole § Rignall) defended. 

This was an extraordinary case, from the small value of the 
articles—about 1d. or 2d.—and the circumstances under which 
they were alleged to have been stolen, The prosecutor has 
kept a shop during the last six months at Enfield, and the 
prisoner has lived for many years in a house close to it. The 
prisoner was in the, havit of buying small articles, and paying 

on account of them. 

On Saturday, the 6th of August, when other customers were 
being served, he purchased a pound of moist sugar. He waited 
while the other persons were being served, and when they had 
left purchased a little tea and some butter. According to the 

aecount, he saw the prisoner take two eggs and 
put them im his pocket, and-he also saw him pay the shop-boy 
fivepenes and’ leave, He did not come from the place where 
he was concealed and follow the*prisoner, or tell the boy what 
had happened, and the boy did not see the eggs taken. This 
happened in the morning, and in the evening, after communi- 
eating with the police, the prisoner was apprehended. In the 
interval he had been to the shop again and bought a halfpenny- 
worth of birdseed, and the. prosecutor said nothing to him 
about the eggs. On the prisoner’s house being searched, two 
eggs were found on the dresser, and he stated that they had 
been given to him by Mr. Hawkins, a butcher, for whom he 
had worked, 


In cross-examination, the prosecutor said he had bought a 
horse of Mr. Hawkins about two months ago, and paid for it 
sinee this affair. ‘The prisoner attended to the horse after it 
was errs eee not eansider that he owed the prisoner 


an ' for his: services. 
Tesi chaee cetn eteecivatn plese v pines of than ind 


some but no: eggs. He had o son, and he was not 
present ' 
Ty cross-examination he said he had to go to Mr. Ollis to 


the eggs were ever stolen, as well as the contradiction between 
him and Mr. Hawkins as to the time when the money was paid 
for the horse. 

Witnesses were called who proved that the prisoner had been 
employed in the Government factory at Enfield, and that for 
thirty years he had borne an irreproachable b 

The jury found the prisoner Not Guilty, and the costs of 
the prosecution were not allowed. 


MARLBOROUGH-STREET POLICE COURT, 

Aug. 13.—Mr. Philip G. Booth, of the Bedford Hotel, who 
stated that he was a magistrate for Bedford, was ¢ with 
obtaining goods, value £50, by false pretences, Mr. 
Charles Thomas, of Thomas’s Hotel, Charles-street, St. 
James's. ; 

Mr. D. Cameron prosecuted; Mr. Edward Lewis defended. 

The prisoner had been charged at this court, on the Ist of 
November, 1863, but was permitted to go at large on his own 
recognizances. Having failed to appear, a warrant was issued, 
and he was arrested on the 12th instant. 

Mr. Thomas, proprietor of Thomas’s Hotel, said—+The. pri- 
soner came to my hotel about the 7th of fast August, at which 
time the members of the Junior United Service Club were 
ing at my house, their own premises being under repair. T 
prisoner, on coming to the hotel, said the Junior United Service 
Club being there, he should like to take a bedroom. He eate 






member of the Junior United Service Club that I allowed him 
to have the room. The prisoner remained from the 20th: of 
August to the end of October, and his account to 
about £54. As the Club had left afew days before, and the 
prisoner still continued taking his meals as usual for several 
days, I asked him if he was not a member of the Junior 
United Service Club, and he replied, * No.’’ I then told him 
that he had introduced himself as a member of the Club, that 
the room he had used was occupied exclusively by the mem- 
bers of the Club, and that if I had known he was not 
ber he would not have had credit, the general: rule of the 
house being that every visitor should receive his ageount 
weekly. The prisoner then said, “ You need not be 
I can draw a cheque for any amount.” The prisoner 
he was going to leave the hotel, and that he w: ie 
cheque, and he did so for £52 15s. 1d., but the cheque was giveu 
after banking hours, The prisoner stayed until the following 
Monday morning, and then he gave my porter cheque 
for £1 8s, for the additional time, The two cheques, when 
presented at Messrs, Robarts & Co., were returned marked 
“ account closed.” pee 

By Mr. Lewis.—I charged the prisoner with giving cheques 
when he had no effects at the bankers’. I do not remember 
that the magistrate at the time said the prisoner had not ob- 
tained anything in consequence of giving the cheques. 

Mr, E£. Lewis wished to have the notes taken by the clerk 
at the time read. 

The notes of the clerk were read. There. was nothing in 
them relative to the Junior United Service Club. 

Police-sergeant Butcher and Police-sergeant Leater stated 
there were several other charges against the prisoner. 

Mr. Knox remanded him till Wednesday, on whieh day he 
was fully committed for trial. 
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Sir—In connection with a letter from Mr. J. 
which appeared in your Journal on the 11th of June, the & 
ing report, on the subject of the proposed ai 
Courts of Record of the Hundred of Salford an 








may be interesting to your readers:— 





854 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Aug. 27,1864. 











The committee appointed by the geome sone f — Decem- 
ber last, to are reasons against the amalgamation 
of the tice a Record for ‘the Sateot ot Salford and the 
city of Manchester, and to forward a statement of such reasons 
to Mr. Stanistreet, the solicitor to the Eari of Sefton, beg to 
report that on the 7th day of July they forwarded the follow- 
ing statement to Mr. Stanistreet, namely:— 


Re Courts of Record for the Hundred of Salford and the City 
of Manchester. 

Reasons why, in the opinion of the town council of the 
borough of Salford, the Court of Record for the Hundred of Sal- 
ford should not be merged in that for the city of Manchester, 

1. The Salford Hundred Court is the more ancient of the 
two, having existed for at least one thousand years, whilst the 
Manchester Court has only existed since the year 1845. The 
ancestors of the present Earl of Sefton have held the office of 
high steward of the Salford Hundred Court, by Royal letters 
patent, ever since the reign of King Henry the Sixth. 

2, The Salford Hundred Court comprises a larger area than 
the Manchester Court (which was carved out of the Salford 
Hundred Court), and includes within its limits the important 
towns of Salford, Bury, Rochdale, Oldham, Ashton-under-Lyne, 
Middleton, Heywood, Wigan, Bolton, and Littleborough; whilst 
the Manchester Court comprises the city of Manchester only. 
In actions for amounts up to £50, the Salford Hundred Court 
has jurisdiction over the whele hundred, excepting Manchester, 
and-for amounts under forty shillings even within the city of 
Manchester. 


3. The town council of Salford has recently, at considerable 
cost, completed one of the best and most convenient court- 
houses in the district, expressly for the use of the Salford Hun- 
dred Court. The Manchester Court has no court-honse, but 
= its sittings in one of the rooms of the Manchester Town- 


4. The borough of Salford, according to the census of 1861, 
contained a population of 102,414, and during the ten years 
preceding that year had increased in population at the rate of 
2°03 per cent. per annum ; whilst the city of Manchester, during 
the same period, increased at the rate of 1°32 per cent. per 
annum only; and it is submitted that, as a matter of justice 
to the present and future inhabitants of the borough of Salford, 
no proceeding should be sanctioned which would tend to make 
that h a mere suburb of Manchester. 

6. The Salford Hundred Court is a Royal court, whilst 
the —— Court is simply an ordinary borough court of 
record. 

6. The business of the Salford Hundred Court has been for 
the last eight years rapidly increusing. During the last six 
years the number of writs issued has doubled, and during the 
last twelve months it has had the heaviest cause list that has 
ever occurred, thus showing that it satisfies a public want in the 
— and is popular both amongst the suitors and the 


profession. 

7. The Salford Hundred Conrt, without any fresh power, 
can hold sittings either in Manchester or in any other: town 
within the hundred. The present court-house and offices are 
not inconveniently situated for Manchester, while they are con- 
veniently situated for the suitors of a great part of the 
hundred, being within a quarter of a mile from the principal 
station of the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company in 


8. Questions of jurisdiction seldom arise in the Salford Hun- 
dred Court, and amalgamation would not prevent such questions 


9. Whatever advan might be gained, either by suitors, 
jurors, or the bar, re ae aloo of the two courts, those 
advantages would be more easily attained by merging the 
modern Court of Manchester, with its limited territorial juris- 
diction, in the ancient Salford Hundred Court, with its wide 
territorial jurisdiction, than by merging the Salford Hundred 
Court in that of Manchester. 

10. If one court must give way to the other, the one which 
isa al court—which is interesting from its great antiquity, 
which is allied to a noble house as a reward for the great services 
of an ancestor at the battle of Agincourt, which has the greatest 

torial jurisdiction, which has much the best court-house 
and offices, and the business of which is extending so rapidly— 
ought not to be called upon to merge its existence in a modern 
with a more limited territorial jurisdiction, which has 
only years in existence, which has no court- 
» which is not a Royal court, and which has no history ox 
_ The committee further report that on the 19th day of July 
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a reply was received from Mr. Stanistreet, of which the fol- 


lowing is a copy, namely :— 
Liverpool, July 18, 1864. 

Dear Sir,—I laid before Lord Sefton the statement received 
with your letter of the 29th ult., against the proposed 
scheme for amalgamating the Courts of Record for the 
hundred of Salford and for the city of Manchester respectively. 
His Lordship lately received a memorial upon the same subj 
very numerously signed by solicitors practising within 
the hundred of Salford, and having carefully considered the 
whole subject, in connection with the memorial presented to 
him in November last by a deputation from the Manchester 
Law Association, he has authorised me to state that he cannot 
sanction the proposed scheme. In arriving at this decision, 
Lord Sefton has not been influenced by any private or pecu- 
niary consideration, but by a sense of what is due to the 
borough and hundred of Salford, and by a conviction that the 
court with which he and his ancestors have been so long con- 
nected is one of great and increasing public utility throughout 
the large and important district over which it has exclusive 
jurisdiction —I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, 

Sign Joun STANISTREET, 

Geo. Brett, Esq., Town-clerk, Salford. 

On the motion of Alderman Davims, seconded by Alderman 
PELLETT, it was resolved—“ That the Hegaes - committee 
appointed to prepare reasons against ro a ea 
ton of the Courts of Record for the hundred of Salford and 
the city of Manchester, now ready, be received, adopted, and 
peda on the minutes of the proceedings of the aaa 





Posvic FisH1ne, 

Sir,—The Fishery Acts seem likely to make the fishing of 
our large rivers very valuable, and, therefore, to induce all 
possible claims of riparian owners against the public. 

Can you, or your readers, inform me on the following 
poiuts:— 

Is not the fishery of all navigable rivers, even though not 
tidal, presumably a public right? 

What evidence is necessary to rebut the right? 

To whom does the soil of such a river belong? 

May the public anchor a boat in it, in order to fish? 

If there be a public path beside the river, may they fish 
from this path? 

Suppose a man trespasses on land in order to exercise a 
public right of fishery, is he liable for anything more than the 
trespass on the land? 

Two or three of these questions are, I think, not difficult, 
but I should like the opinion of others. upon them all. I can 
find hardly any decisions upon them. 

1,g0us Nopsxov. 


Aug. 20, 1864, 
Country Court Jurors AND JUDGES, 
Sir,—In your last number you speak of the evil of “.en- 





abling a clique of five jurors, summoned at the instance of one» 


of the parties to a cause, who is actuated by the ignoble object 
of snatching a verdict founded on prejudice, against every 
principle of right and justice.” 

How you found your opinion as to jurors, and the objects of 
summoning them, I know not, except from the two cases you 
cite; but let me remind you that prejudices, and not only pre- 
judices, but ignorance or carelessness, may exist on the bench 
as well asin the box. For my part, I have had to do withs 
County Court judge, who, w from natural or 
bearishness, es his court like a cockpit, and hi the 
terror of witnesses and the disgust of attorneys, 

I can only say that, if juries were abolished, I would never 
enter his court again, Even now, the attorneys have almost 
deserted it, Onn, &e. 

20th August, 1864. 





BankKRUPTCY. 

Sir,—Will some County Court’s Registrar, who is au fait 
in bankruptcy matters, be good enough to answer the following 
queries ?— 

1. nape pas mph se fees (over and an a 
petition an er of discharge) payable to registrar 
bai rors by the bankrupt, where there is no estate? 

2. If no fees are fey by the is 
entitled to the fee of 


Ss 


£1 for attendance at first meeting 
creditors, where there is no estate; and if so, from whom 


A 
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The words of the orders issued by the committee of 
County Courts’ judges to the registrars are somewhat vague, the 
expression being that “ The registrar may take the registrar's 
and official assignee’s fees thereunder set forth;” but no mention 
js made of whom the registrar is to take the fees—whether from 
the bankrupt or out of the estate, nor, where there is no estate, 
how the registrar is to be paid. x. 

23rd August, 1864, 





Tue Macistrates’ CLERKSHIP AT ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE, 


Sir,—In the paragraph on this subject which appeared iri 
the Solicitors’ Journal of Saturday last, you have, by adopting 
thefictions and inferences of a local partizan journal as facts, 
done the ht ig of this borough, and, indirectly, myself, 
a considerable amount of injustice, and I claim the right to 
say a few words upon the subject. 

Mr. Hall had not been for thirteen years, or for any time, 
clerk to the borough magistrates in the sense you represent the 
matter. 

Shortly after the incorporation of this borough, a separate 
commission of the peace was obtained, and, according to the 
Municipal Corporations Act, there ought immediately to have 
been a clerk appointed to the borough bench; and the usual 
plan in this district is, for such clerk to be paid by salary. A 
clerk, however, was not appointed in the customary way; but 
some arrangements were made by which the business was con- 
ducted jointly by Mr. Henry Gartside, the then town clerk, 
and Mr. Henry Hall. I need only call your attention to the 
matter to satisfy you that the statement in the paragraph I 
have alluded to, that “any magistrate has a right to appoint 
what clerk he likes,” isa mistake. You may as well talk of 
two town clerks, or two mayors, as two clerks to borough 
justices: Mr, Gartside and Mr. Hall continued to conduct the 
business as joint clerks until last month; but for many years 
Mr. Gartside held his share of the office as a sinecure in con- 
nection with the town clerkship. 

Mr. Gartside resigned the town clerkship in December last, 
but continued to hold the office of joint clerk to the justices— 
or rather, to receive a portion of the fees—without doing — 
work; and it seems to have heen considered by the council, 
and by the magistrates, that one clerk was sufficient, and ought 
to be paid by salary; and they had before them the — 
of three boroughs and a petty sessional division, within five 
miles, where all the clerks were paid by salary, and consider- 
able sums out of the fees di to other purposes—viz., the 
boroughs of Oldham, Manchester, and Salford, and the petty 
sessional division of Manchester. 

With regard to the personal question, I may say that I was 
unanimously appointed Mr. Gartside’s successor in the town 
clerkship in December last. I had previously taken but a 
very moderate part in political matters, and I was a long way 
from being up to the standard of the majority of the council, 
I believ never was an appointment of the kind made 
less from political motives, and since my appointment I have 
done nothing politically; but I have worked hard for the cor- 
to the public wgrks which have been under- 
taken here on account of the cottdh famine, I was called upon 

do several ’ work during the first six months I held the 
office, and I dia this work, I believe, to the entire satisfaction 
of the council, and of all parties in the council. 

This was the state of the case when the council and the 
justices determined to make the change in the magistrates’ 
clerkship, and I have reason to believe that many of the justices 
considered that I was entitled to any position Mr, Gartside 
held in connection with the office, 


s 





tegard to it; but it is one thing seeking for an office, and 
another refusing it when voluntarily offered. 

By Mn and rt gor am friends are about the last men 
who should comp changes of this description. Mr, 
Hall and his late partners have for forty years been in undis- 
turbed possession of the clerkship to the c justices at 
Ashton-under-Lyne, and Mr. Hall has, from to time, 
had slices of his neighbours’ districts added to his own; and 
this notwithstanding the fact that his political opponents have 
generally, and, I believe, always, been in @ majority in the 
district, and notwithstanding the fact, which is well known 
to you, that each county justice has a right to appoint his own 


clerk. 

Within twenty-five years, two townships and part of another, 
containing an population of 25,000, have been trans- 
ferred from Mr. 


ibbert, of Hyde, and given to Mr. Hall, 
which business Mr. Hall still enjoys; and yet Mr. Hibbert 
was a consistent political opponent of Mr. Hall’s, There are 
few districts in the kingdom where politics have had less to do 
with legal appointments than this. At any rate, those who 
differ from Mr. Hall should not be blamed. 
Ashton-under-Lyne, Aug. 24. Witi1am MarsHatn. 


{In «our remarks made Jast week we carefully abstained 
from een seers on Mr. Hall’s successor. If, as is here 
assorted, Mr. 1 never was clerk to the borough magistrates, 
of course what was said as to his dismissal was 
plicable; but, making every allowance for the heat of 
feeling, we cannot but believe that there is some amount 
truth in what Mr. Hall and his defenders, in the local papers 
assert,—Ed. S. J.] 
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AUDIENCE oF Soxicitors’ CLERKS. 

Sir,—If your correspondent, “S. J. E.,” will refer to the 
Act 11 & 12 Vict, c. 43, s. 12, he will find that “counsel or 
attorney ”’ is allowed to make full answer and defence to any 
complaint brought before justices, and to examine and eross- 
examine witnesses, but nothing is said about articled or other 
clerks; consequently, the jastices, I think, are perfectly right 
in refusing audience to those parties. 

If he will also refer to section 2 of the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, he 
will see that “no person shall act as attorney or solicitor be- 
fore any justice or justices” unless such person shall have 
been admitted and enrolled as an attorney or solicitor. 

It appears that unqualified persons cannot legally act before 
justices, if the latter had the power of allowing them to do so, 

A. F. T. 8, 





APPOINTMENTS, 
Grorcr Backer, of No, 8, Bedford-row, 


nistering oaths in 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer. 

Wittram Burra Arnison, of Penrith, in the county of 
Cumberland, gentleman, to be one of the perpetual commis- 
sioners for taking the ackaowieigneas S Seen eee 
and for the county of Cum f 

THomas WortTsineton, of the borough of Derby, gentle- 
man, to be a Commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England, 


Jouy, Boroven, of Derby, in and for the county of x 
and Jonn Dosrez Noxwoop, of Ashford, Kent, in and for 
county of Kent, gentlemen, to be Perpetual Commissioners for 
taking the acknowiedgments of married women. 








TRELAND. 
LANDED ESTATES COURT. 
A Parliamentary return, issued on motion of 
contains copies of the memorials 
the Landed Estates Court by the Council of the Incorporated 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Aug. 27, 1864, 








in which the purchase deeds tendered to them for execution 
had been engrossed. They found it practically impossible to 
precare written free from mistakes, inter- 

ineations, and erasures, and they were obliged to have 
recourse to printing to guard ageinst frauds, and to secure 
to the purehaser a properly engrossed deed.” They also 
state that na experiments they believe type- 
printing safer and more durable than written engross- 
ments. ‘The Council of the Incorporated Society reply that 
“the whole conveyancing of the United Kingdom is, and 
has been, and is likely to be, by manuscript engrossments.”’ 
They quote Dr, Ure’s authority for the statement that priat- 
ing ink is more destructible than writing ink, and conclude:— 
** Your memorialists feel that, inasmuch as solicitors are the 
persons who prepare the conveyances, and who alone have the 
power of selecting the ink, the charge of possible fraud made 
might be thought by the public to apply to them, which your 
memorialists cannot consider was your lordships’ intentiona—no 
instance of any such fraud having, as they believe, ever occurred.” 
The judges, finally, on the 18th of February, 1864, instruct Mr. 
Henry Carey to state that they “are of opinion that, no reasons 
other than those contained in the original memorial having 
been adduced, they must abide by the terms” of their former 
memorandum. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Tue Lars Srate Prosecutions. 

Letter from Algernon Jones, Esq., Advocate in the Irpe- 
rial Court of Paris: — 

“ Sir,—I intended giving you an account of the law of 
France concerning property in marriage, but on second thoughts 
it occurs te me I had better put off that which ean keep for 
some other time, and send you what the French call une 
actyalité—namely, some particulars concerning the trial which 
took piace on Friday last, and which is the topic of the day in 
France, Jt was a prosecution directed against certain gentle- 
men, several of whom are members of the Paris bar, and two 
members of the Chamber of Deputies, for an offence, to give a 
proper notion of which I must enter into some explanation. 
Everybody in England is more or less cognizant of the state of 
political affairs in Franee. it is well known that to operate 
upon the electians, the Imperial Government uses every mode 
of action in its power, and that power is great with such an 
engine as. centralization at hand. Every prefect receiving orders 
direct from the Minister of the Interior—every prefect being the 
head of his department, and communicating through the sub- 
prefects to every mayor of every sous-prefecture—the behests of 
the Government, the inspirations of the supreme power, are thus, 
at a word from Paris, circulated and enforced in a moment in 
the remotest village in France. To counteract such over- 
powering influence, and not be reduced to naught, the Oppo- 
sition has found it necessary to strive tothe utmost against the 
patronage, the influence, and the intimidation which could be 
used by the Government; they could but collect and blow 
upon the dispersed embers of the liberal and other parties ad- 
verse to the Government, enlighten and awaken Soy electors, 
and protect such as adhered to them from any attempt of the 
authorities to dispute their rights, and prevent them from 
exéreiping the same. A certain number, therefore, of members 
of the Opposition bar, united, in 1860T believe, to publish a book 
called “Ze Manuel Electoral,” or handybook of the elector, and 
the purpose.of which was toenlighten theeleators as to their rights. 
The. men whose signatures appear on the Manual are Messrs. 
Hérold, Herisson, advogates in the Court of Cassation; Cla- 
mageron, Durier, Floquet, Ferry, and Dréo, advocates in the 
Imperial Court; the latter, the son-in-law of M. Garnier- 
Pages. As the time came on for the general elections, those 
gentlemen formed themselves into. a consulting committee for 
the purpose of giving gratuitous advice on the law of elections, 
and were joined by Messrs. Marie, the eminent advocate; Jules 
Simon, the distinguished philosopher and writer; Henri Martin, 
the historian ; Chosen, Garnier-Pagas, Carbon, and Charton, 
Letters were written into the departments to recommend the 
elections of certain candidates, and a subscription was entered 
into to pans for electioneering expenses and publications, 
an 

ir to. suppre an improper resi to its 
rnql insentions by sll the means that might be extracted 
tren hn Penal of w. In consequence, the statute-book 





was ransacked, and it appeared 

Crown that the Article 291 of the Penal Code, together with 
the law of the 10th of April, 1834, might be put into requisi. 
tion for the purpose. These prohibit unauthorised associations 
of more than twenty persons, created for the purpose of 
together for political, religious, or other purposes, at 

times. In consequence, a series of “domiciliary visits” wore 
unexpectedly made at the residences of all parties s to 
be connected with the matter. Their papers were and, 
when they happened not to be present, their desks and closets 
were broken open; indeed, in one case, a series of letters from 
the same persons, and referring to the very unpolitical su 

of love, were leisurely read, I am informed, with 
comments on the part of the police official who presided at the 
investigation, notwithstending tho protest of the porter present, 
and subsequently left on the floor. A large number of letters, 
showing a political correspondence with reference to the gle. 
tions, was delivered up to M. de Gouay, judge of 

and, after due time, he produced an indictment pry sn 
trial, on the above charge, before the Tribunal of 

Police, Messrs. Garnier-Pagts and Carnot, members of the 
Chamber of Deputies, the authors of the “ Manuel Electoral ;” 
Messrs, Carbon and Jozon, republican notabilities; M, 
Melsheim, a solicitor at Schlestadt; and M, » & barrister, 
of Marseilles. Previous to the trial, MM. Marie, Simon, 
Martin, and others wrote a letter in the newspapers, claiming - 
to be joined in the prosecution, as being guilty of the same 
offence. The application was not granted, and on Friday last 
the thirteen gentlemen above mentioned appeared in the Sixth 
Chamber of the Correctional Police. They were i 
respectively; and towards the afternoon Mr. Malher, the sub- 
stitute of the Procureur Imperial, made his speech for the 
prosecution, which was a painfully laborious task. ‘That ter- 
minated about six o’clock, and the Court adjonrned till the 
next day at ten, it being expected, from the mumber of the 
counsel, that the trial would be long. At a quarter-pastten, 
Jules Favre began his speech for M. Garnier-Pages. M. Favre's 
name is well known all over the world as an eminent French 
counsel, but more especially as the head of the amall but 
vigorous phalanx of Opposition members, whose eternal honour 
it will be to have maintained their ground undaunted against 
legions, and to have made themselves respected, and 
feared, by their energy and their talents. To those have” 
a better opportunity of knowing him, M. Favre is more than 
that—he is a man of vast acquirements, of transcendant facal- 
ties and eloquence, of a most constant political character; 
though continually occupied in business of the greatest 

he is always accessible to the humblest, and. ready to. assist 
him, not only with his purse, but, what is more valuable to him, | 
his time, his advice, and his vast forensic powers. He is a man 
of tall and majestic stature, with a countenance stern and reso. 
lute, but capable of the most varied and even graceful and 
playful expression. He began his speech in the deepest silence, 
After expressing his astonishment and disgust at. the prose- 
cution, he plunged immediately into medias res, and proved, 
with what to me and to many others was the clearness of day, 
that the law was never intended to be applied to associations 
for electioneering purposes; that the 

never connected with any othé, in su 

up the number of twenty-one, which the law requires. Qaly 
thirteen were prosecuted, He complained of the state of liberty 
in France, and excited much merriment by quoting & 
passage from an author who had made a comparison most un- 
favourable to France with the liberty which is enjoyed 
England, which author turned out to be Louis N: 

parte. He contended that a great deal more 
puted to the defendants had by the partieans 


to the law officers of the 
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Marie, and others of the celebrity at the bar, gnve up 
all thonghts of speaking him, as did also the illustrious 
orator, M. Berryer, veiw Pay it was impossible to add any- 
thing after such a magni t oration, and that his respect for 
the judges of France would not allow him to believe that, after 
so irresistible a demonstration of the illegality of the prosecu- 
tion, a court could be found in France to condemn the defen- 
dants. The Court, however, did condemn them each to a fine 
of 500 francs. 
Press Prosecution. 

The Tribunal of Correctional Police lately tried M. Repos, 
the responsible editor, and M. Riquier, the printer of the jour- 
nal La Paroisse, for having published a periodical treating of 
political matters, without first obtaining the authorization of 
the Government. The article incriminated was on the Ponti- 
ficial Brief of Lyons. The Tribunal condemned each of the 
prisoners to a month's imprisonment with 100fr, fine, end 
ordored that the journal should cease to appear.—Galignani. 


Important WILL CASE. 

The Imperial Court of Paris has just heard an appeal from 
a judgment of the Civil Tribunal of Chalons-sur-Marne in an 
action brought by a servant-maid, named Paul, to recover a 
legacy left to her by her master,a M. Mogin, who died at 
Chalons in June, 1862. By a holograph will, dated 29th 
January, 1858, M. Mogin bequeathed to the person who should 
be in his service at the time of his decease, provided she had 
lived with him eight years at least,a sum of £40 in cash, and 
a0 annuity of £12 for life; and for every year’s service above 
eight, the stm in cash was to be increased by £4, and the 
annuity by £1. The testator recapitulated his intentions by 
adding that ‘* after twelve years’ service the said person would 
be entitled to £56 in cash, and anu annuity of £16.” The 
person whom the testator intended to benefit was Mlle. Paul, 
whio had entered his service in January, 1850, and was conse- 
quently with him more than eight years when the will was 
executed. In January, 1862, M. Mogin’s family placed him 
in a lunatic asylum, and in February obtained a judgment 
declaring him incapable of managing his affairs, and appointing 
M. Cordier, his daughter’s husband, to administer his estate. 
On the testator’s decease, in the following June, Mile. Paul 
claimed her legacy, which the family refused to pay, on the 
ground that she was not sufficiently designated in the will, and 
also because she was not jn the testator’s service at the time of 
his death. The legatee then commenced legal proceedings, 
which terminated in a judgment rejecting her claim with costs. 
Against that decision she now appealed, and her counsel argued 
that the proceedings in lunacy had been taken by M. Cordier 
for the express purpose of frustrating the testator’s intentions, 
tind offered to produce witnesses to whom the testator had 
Stated the provision he had made for his old servant. The 
public minister having spoken in support of the appeal, the 
Court decided that the judgment must be quashed, and then, 
trying the case on its iouke, it declared that the appellant 
was the person for whom the legacy was intended, and that as 
het service had been terminated by a fact independent of her 
own will as well as of the testator’s, the condition attached 
must be considered as null and void. It accordingly con- 
demned Cordier to pay the legacy in conformity with the 
will, as well as all costs of suit. 


OFFICIAL NOTICE OF THE PENAL SERVITUDE 
AMENDMENT ACT. 

The following circular letter has been addressed to the 
Indges, calling their attention to the Act 27 & 28 Viet. c. 
penal servitude in Great Britain will hereafter be treated :— 

‘ Whiteball, Aug. 15. 

“ T think it right to lose no time in transmitting to you a 
statute which received the Royal assent at the close of the last 
session of Parliament, entitled ‘An Act to amend the Penal 





Servitude Acts. 

_ "In doing so 1 feel it my duty to furnish you with correct 

information as to the mode in which convicts under sentence 

of penal servitude will now be treated. 

“ The principal change ia the law. which is effected by this 

statute is the abolition of sentences of penal servitude of four 
years, leaving the sentence of five years as the shortest 


erity of the penal law, which, owing to the very freyutitt nse 





of the short sentences referred to, had, in the opinion of the 
Royal Commissioners who lately investigated: this subject, be- 
come too much relaxed. With the same object, another very 
important provision is added, that a person convicted of a crime 
punishable with penal servitude, after having been previously 
convicted of felony, if the Judge in his discretion thinks that 
the punishment of penal servitude should be inflicted, shall 
not be so sentenced for a shorter period than seven 

“It will be observed that in all these cases the 
sentence of imprisonment is not interfered with. 
respect the law continues as it stood before the passing 
late statute. 

“The remainder, and by far the larger portion, of the 
refers to the granting to convicts under this sentence licences 
to be at large before its expiration, and introduces various regu - 
lations for the purpose of preventing the misconduct of such 
persons between the time of their release and that at’whiech 
they would have been by law entitled to their liberty.’ I do 
not think it necessary to oceupy your time with any observa- 
tions upon this part of the subject, except to remark 
among other safeguards of the public, it ive that 
conviction of a licence-holder upon indictment of 
involves not merely a revocation of his licence, but 
to his original sentence as it stood when his licence was 
and this in addition to any punishment to whick he may be 
seritenced upon such indictment. : 

“It appears to me that the information whieh you really 
require is rather as to the extent of the remission hereafter 
to be granted in such cases, and the terms upom which it 
is to be obtained. When you are fully informed _ 
these two points, you will see exactly the practical 
of the sertences which you pronounce, and will feel con- 
fident that nothing is left to accident or caprice, but that 
the punishment inflicted is precisely what you intended to 
inflict. 

“In accordance with the strong récommendatién of the 
Royal Commissioners, an important médification i¢ about to 
be introduced into the convict system in referenee to the 
granting of remissions, 

“ Instead of these being granted as a reward of good 
conduct as heretofore, they are now to be earned by industry 
alone; general good conduct (such as implicit to 
all prison rules) will be as indispensable as before, but will of 
itself count as nothing towards the obtaining a remission of a 
portion of the sentence; that can only be gained by and 
laborious industry, the degree of which will be and 
recorded every day by the assignment to each convict of a 
certain number of marks, 

“A mazimum amount of remission is fixed (as hereafter 
stated) as the utmost which can be attained by perfect industry, 
and the number of marks is so regulated that a convict must — 
obtain the mazimum number of marks every day (without any 
deduction for misconduct), in order to get the macimum re- 
mission, The sentence, therefore, is absolutely certain upto a 


certain point, but may possibly extend po has and 
will inevitably do so unless and 
strenuously exerts himself. te 

“ The mazimum periods of remission for male convicts are to 
be as follows :— 
“Scale for Regulating the Discharge on Orders of Licenee of 

Male Convicts sentenced to Penal Servitude. 

Period to be un- |Shortest period to 
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858 
men § uty of very. aggravated crimes; but when passed they 
ought really to imply that those who have in them shall 


never again be allowed to return to society either at home or 
in a colony, unless the mercy of the Crown should be extended 
to them on special grounds. After a certain time, if they 
behave well, the severity of their punishment might be properly 
relaxed, but they never onght to regain even the qualified 
freedom of the holder of a ticket-of-leave. 

“* Tf, however, they are to be kept in perpetual confinement, 
this punishment may be inflicted more safely and more con- 
veniently at home than in a colony. Should this rule as to the 
enforcement of sentences for life be adopted, the courts before 
which offenders are tried would naturally make a distinction 
between the most atrocious criminals and those whose guilt, 
though aggravated, is one degree less, by passing sentences for 
life on the former only, and on the latter sentences for a defi- 
nite though in some cases a very long term of years,’ 

“T propose, in accordance with these views, to reserve all 
cases of this nature which may arise hereafter for special 
consideration, with a view to a more rigid enforcement of 
this sentence, 

“With respect to females, I also concur with the Royal 
Commissioners, who, for the reasons stated in page 70 of 
their recommend the remission of a larger portion of 
sentences of penal servitude in the case of female convicts. 

“The table applicable to them will be as follows, being 
founded upon the principle of a maximum remission of a third 
part of each sentence :— 

* Table for. Regulating the Discharge on Orders of Licence of 
Female Convicts sentenced to Penal Servitude. 














Maximum Maximum 
Term of Sentence.| period tobe || Term of Sentence. | period to be 
remitted, remitted. 
Years. Yrs. Mo, Years. Yrs. Mo. 
5 1 8 10 3 4 
6 2 0 12 4 0 
7 2 4 14 4 8 
8 2 8 15 5 0 
9 3 0 20 6 s 


‘“* There are two more points connected with convicts sen- 
tenced to penal servitude upon which I think it right to add a 
few words, 

“The first and most important of these questions is that of 
their diet. 

‘© A notion had prevailed in some quarters that this was 
excessive in quantity and unnecessarily good in quality, and 
the subject was brought under the notice of the Royal Com- 
missioners, who, upon the evidence before them, did not feel 
justified in recommending any change, though they advised 
that experiments should be tried, in order to- ascertain whe- 
ther any reduction could safely be made. In consequence of 
this suggestion, the matter has been more fully investigated by 
a committee of experienced medical men, appointed for that 
purpose only, and the result has been a moderate reduction in 
the quantity of food allowed, both in the state of separate con- 
finement, and in that of hard labour upon public works. This 
alteration has only just been introduced in practice, but there 
is mo reason at present to doubt that it will be attended with 


“ The other and the only remaining question upon which I 
propose to make any observations is that of the amount of gra- 
tuities allowed to this class of convicts upon their discharge, 
An important change has been made in this respect upon the 
recommendation of the Royal Commissioners. The mazimum 
amount which can be earned by the greatest possible industry 
has been largely reduced, and is to be the same whatever may be 
the length of the sentence. By this means a defect properly 
pointed out in the former system will be obviated—viz., that 
prisoners who were under the heaviest sentences, in conse- 
quence of the enormity of their offences, received the largest 
sums of money from the public upon the recovery of their free. 
dom, They will henceforth have no more than is considered 
necessary to enable them to live honestly until they can be rea- 
sonably expected to procure employment. 

“ T am, your obedient servant, “G. Grey.” 








Jupes Hares on THE CHaracter or Witiiam IIL— 


a toa petty jury delivered by Mr. Justice Hayes, 
eet ee teat tn og which took place at the Tost 
assizes at Downpatsick, his lordship, commenting on the evi- 
dence, said :— name William IIL, let me make due 


observation, and it is not to contradict or contravene what 
Mr, Falkiner said. He says every man has a right to cheer 


| 





William III. I think, if the thing is rightly understood, that 
there is not one in this country who wheal truly values, 
civil and religious liberty, that ought not to cheer, and join in 
the cheer for William III. He was the first that 
ever sat on the British throne who fully showed that he 
valued religious liberty; but it just unfortunately happens 
of William IIL, as we learn from our history, that a great 
party thought mighty little of him because he did that, and it 
was not until long after the good man was dead, that, just 
like other great men, his greatness survived him, and we were 
not sensible of his greatness till he was many a year buried— 
I mean his greatness as a true friend of religious liberty. But 
it has happened with him, as with many other men—his charac. 
ter has been greatly mistaken; and he that fought for religious 
liberty, and he that would have laid down his life for the 
promotion of religious liberty, has been since, unfortunately, 
made the tocsin of party, and his name has been used for the 
destruction of that very thing which he would have died to 
preserve. I say this, then, that if ay there had rightly 
understood the character of William IIL, everyone o in 
sincerity to have pledged and joined in the cheer for him 
Bat, gentlemen, it has, unhappily for our country, been the 
case that men have made the name of William @ watch. 
word for party. It has been used as a means of ber 
between man and man, and it is not William IIL, but it 
those who have thus abused him, to whom all the shame and 
disgrace attaches for that act—Fermanagh Journal. 


MELANCHOLY Deatuo or Mr. Dowse, a Bannrister.— 
Some excitement was created at Hendon on Wednesday week, 
by the discovery of the dead body of a gentleman in the water 
which crosses the road near the Welsh Harp Tavern. ‘Three 
police constables were passing over the bridge, when one of 
them observed something like a human figure in the water, 
They went down and found it was a man lying, face down- 
wards, with his feet towards the road, and his head in the deep 
part of the water. His head was covered. The body was iden- 
tified the next day as that of Mr. Dowse, barrister. On Thars- 
day se’nnight Dr. Lancaster, the coroner for Central Middlesex, 
investigated the circumstances relative to the death of the de- 
ceased, at the Welsh Harp, to which tavern the body was con- 
veyed.—Mr. William Leigh Groves Dowse identified the body 
of the deceased as that of his father, who was a barrister-at-law, 
and sixty-one years of age. His name was William Heatrell 
Dowse. He had been in good health, but dreadfully low- 
spirited. Witness knew little or nothing of his actions, His 
father and mother had resided with him for the last two months 
at 8, Huddleston-road, Camden-road. ‘The last time he saw 
him alive was on the previous Thursday evening, when he left 
him at a quarter to nine in the Camden Railway Station. They 
heard no more of him until he was informed at the police-station 
that his dead body had been found at Hendon. He was a man 
easily depressed. Witness further added that his father had 
practised in the late Insolvent Court, but had not been success. 
ful in private practice—John Maknelty, of 149, Fulham-road, 
Brompton, said he was clerk to the deceased. He saw him at 
ten minutes past one on Tuesday week at the office, when he told 
him he might go. He did uot then look so well as usual. He 
had been low-spirited and depressed. The business was very 
bad.—Mr. John Growse, surgeon, deposed to having made 
post-mortem examination of the body. There were no marks of 
external violence, and no appearance of poison. The body was 
well nourished. He concluded by stating that the cause of 
death was suffocation from drowning.—The coroner then re- 
ferred to the melancholy case, and particularly dwelt upon the 
state of mind of deceased as given in evidence.— jury gave 
their opinion ‘‘ That the deceased destroyed his life by throw- 
ing himself into the water while in an unsound state of mind,” 
which was at once recorded as their verdict, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BERRIDGE—On Aug. 18, at Leicester, the wife of R. B, Berridge, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

LEWIS—On Aug. 22, at Wimbledon, the wife of Charles Warner Lewis, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

MOORE-— On Aug. 21, at John-street, Bedford-row, the wife of William 
Playters Moore, Esq., of Pali-mall, Solicitor, of a son, who only survived 


a few hours, 
MARRIAGES, 
COMYN—PULLEN—On Aug. 23, Edward Com Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, of 5, Pump-court, Temple, second son of Exq., 
to Mary Louisa, eldest daughter of John Pullen, Esq., Solicitor, of the 


Middie Temple. 

DANIEL—PURCHON—On Aug. 11, at the parish church, Leeds, Robert 
Farrimond Daniel, Esq., Solicitor, Leeds, to Emma, youngest daughter 
of the late William §, Esq. 


- 
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pILCHER—MUNSEY. Oa Aug. 7, at the —. church, Brighton, John 






G. Pilcher. of Stockwell and Egham, S$: -at-Law. to 
Dig AY daughter of Major-General Munsey, of H.M.’s 
j oateney Mins ol 
DEATHS. 






ASTON—On Aug. 21, at Doughty-street, Mecklenburgh-square, Beatrice 
Maud Aston, daughter of James J. Aston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 


7 weeks. 

CROSLEY—On Aug. 21, at Somerset Letaie Brixton-road, Annie Burn, 
daughter of Edwin Crosley, +» aged 4 months. 

oe Aug. 21, at N :-hill, Highgate, Middlesex, John Dakin 














wife of Fielding N: ar. : 
NEWBON—On Jul as, James Thomas Peter 
» Esq, son of the late James Shelton Newbon, Esq., of 
mons, aged 





Doctors’- ° 
NOYES—On Aug. 23, at Eastbourne, John, second son of S. F, Noyes, 
Esq., Solicitor, aged 15. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Bowpen, Rev. Hewry Joseru, Slapton, near Dartmouth, Devon, FLoREXcE 
Anprewes Bowpsn, his wife, and Martua Ayn Bowpen, a minor. 
£30 0s. 5d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities. —Claimed by said 
H. J. Bowden, Florence A. Bowden, and Martha A. Bowden. 

Bowpen, Rev. Henny Joseru, Slapton, near Dartmouth, Devon, Florence 
Ayprewes Bowpen, his wife, and Mary BARTLETT BowbeEn, a minor. 
yes 5d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by said 

Henry J. Bowden, Florence Andrewes Bowden, and Mary Bartlett 
























Bowpen, Rev, Heway Josers, Slapton, near Dartmouth, Devon, FLORENCE 
Anpuewes Bowpen, his wife, and Taomas Henry Walker Bowpen, a 
minor, £30 1 5s, 5d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by 
said oat Joseph Bowden, Florence Andrewes Bowden, and Thomas 


Eastwoop, Tuomas, Brindle, Lancaster, Esq., deceased. £152 10s. fid. 
Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by Catherine Ann East- 

wood, Widow, Executrix. 

Kewnawat, Wituiam Bexsamin, Josepa Powett, and Tuomas Suore, all 
of Exeter, Merchants, deceased. £190 Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities.—Claimed by John Smale and William Mortimer, the sur- 
viving Executors, 

Parsons, Cuantotre, Newton-hall, Monmouthshire, Spinster, deceased. 
£234 14s. 94. New £3 per Cent Annuities.—Claimed by Cecil Parsons, 
the surviving Executor. 

Tom«ins, Henry Weston, Sydney, Australia, Lieutenant R.N. £500 
New £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by Henry Weston Tomkins, 






















LONDON GAZETTES. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Friar, Aug. 19, 1864, 
Working Men’s Friendly Society, Market Harborough.~ Aug !2. 
Tusspay, Aug. 23, 1864. 
General Friendly Institution, Newnham-st,Edgware-rd. Aug 17. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatway, Aug. 19, 1864. 
Bull, Sam}, Bristol, Gent. Oct 18. Prideaux, Bristol. 
Burnell, Geo, East Hoathly, Sussex. Oct 20. Rawlinson, John-st, Bed- 


ford-row. 
Dinham, Jobn, Exeter, Tea Dealer. Oct 15. Daw & Son, Exeter. 
Harris, Thos, Reading, Isle of Wight, Gent, Sept 29. Hearn, Ryde. 
, Thos Lamb Polden, R.N., = Hospital. Sept 16. 
Lilley, Wm, Bellb » Worces . Oct 15, Sanders, Broms- 


grove. 

a oe Maxwell, Bury, Lancaster, Tailor. Oct 19. Grundy 
jury. 

Millhouse, John, Harrowby, Lincoln, Miller. Oct 1. 


Owen, Joseph, Manch, Corn Merchant. Oct 22. Grundy & Co, Manch. 
— Sheffield, Button Manufacturer. Oct i. Gould & Son, 


Robins, ae Tooley-st, Southwark, Stationer. Oct 1. 
» Bucklersbury. 


Rogers, Eleanor, Birm, Spinster, Oct 17. Sanders, Bromsgrove. 

Wallace, Geo; East Cowes, Isle of Wight, Esq. Sept 30. Fearon & Co, 
George-st, Westminster 

White, Rev Francis Hy, Abbots Ann, Southampton, Clerk. Nov 2. Earle 
& Smith, Andover. 

Wiggan, Geo, Birkenhead, Saddler, Oct 1. Moore. 


Tuespar, Aug. 23, 1864. 
tes. ¢ Geo, Fremington, Devon, Gent. Sept 29. Chanter & Ffinch, 




























Thompson, Gran- 







Mayhew, Barge- 












Bentley, . Drayton-grove, West Brompton, Widow. Oct 20. 
Grane & Co, Bedford-row. 

Bentley, Mary Anne, Albert-rd, Dalston, Spinster. Oct 15. Brown & 
Godwin, Finsbary-pl, Finsbury-sq 

= Thos, Nottingham, Farmer. Sept 17. Marshall & 





Hailey, Sarah, Berkhampstead, Hertford, Widow. Sept 30. Grover & 
Stocken, Hemel Hempstead. . 
eee ent Streatham, Surrey, Esq, M.P. Sept 29. Gregory & Row- 


Bedford- 
xia. Jane, Toxteth: leebon, ties” Widow. Sept 10, Holden, Lpooi 


Widow. Nov 15. Young & Jackson, 
ae Edwd, Nuneham, Oxford. Sept 30. Mallam, Oxford. 









Creditors wake @states in @hancery. 
Last Day of Saas 
Farrar, Ane 19, 1864 
Brett, John Watkins, Hanover-sq, M iddx, Esq. Nov 2. Brett ¢ Car- 


michael, M.R. 
Squier, Jacob, North Clifton, Nottingham, Gent. Nov 2. Billyard # 
Young, Leonard, Dorking, Surrey, Saddler. Nov 8. Cormack o Russell, 


V.C. Kindersley. 
TuxsDayY, Aug. 23, 1864, 
Peers wee pee Bermondscy, Tanner. Nov 5. Barrow » Barrow, 


"eaiatide for Benefit of Creditors. 
Frivay, Aug 19, 1864. 
Dawson, John, Holbeck, nr Leeds, Machine Maker, July 29. Teale & 


Appleton, Leeds. 
Torspar, Aug. 23, 1864, 
Harrison, eves Wisbeach, Cambridge, Cabinet Maker. Aug 19. 
Metcalfe, Wisbeach. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, IN6f- 


Fatwar, Aug 19, 1864, 
ayy 8 Thos, Overbury, Worcester, Farmer. July 22. Ast. Reg 


Aug 17. 
paw. Robt, High-st, Bloomsbury, Oilman. Aug 2. Comp. Reg 
ug 18. 


4 

—< om, Sten — ieee. mills, Denmark-st, St George’s East. July 27. 
mp. x A 

eT _HY ecinaetvitn: York, Ironmonger. July 26. Comp. Reg 


Bradley, "Geo, Pensnett, Stafford, Contractor. Aug 12. Comp. Reg 


Aug |! 
Brook, Win, Bradford, Brush Maker. Aug4. Conv. Reg Aug 18. 
Butter, Joseph, & — Butter, St John-st-rd, Corn Dealers. July 22. 
Comp. Reg Aug 
ne ben, Dabertén, Wilts, Coal Merchant. July 23. Conv. Reg 
Aug 
Copeland, John, Birm, Draper. July 27. Conv. Reg Aug 18. 


Day, Richd, Birstal, York, Woollen Manufacturer. July 20. Conv. Reg 
Aug 17. 
Gregory, Fredk, Cheltenham, Innkeeper, July 20. Asst. Ree Ang 17. 


Isitt, John, Bradford, Butcher. July 21. Comp. Reg Aug 
Kendell, Fredk, a -st, Cheapside, Manufacturing iitinee, Aug 3. 
Comp. -Reg Aug 
- ota om bel Down, Somerset, Wheelwright. Augi. Conv. 
eg Aug | 
Locke, age ty sg Caledonian-rd, Hair Net Manufacturer. July 
30. Aug! 
Marney, John, Stratford, Well Borer. Aug 15. Comp. Reg A 
rs Robert Graham, South Shields, Attorney. July 21, oan 
ug 18 
Merrill, Wm, Leicester, Builder. Aug 6. Comp. Reg Aug 17. 
_~ Geo Walker, and Wm Muir, Manch, Ironmongers. July 21. Comp. 
eg Aug 1°, 
Myers, Hy, Newman-st, Oxford-st, Warehouseman. aii 25. Asst. Reg 
‘Aug 18. 


Owen, Thos, Manch, Provision Dealer. July 28. Reg Aug 17. 
Palmer, Edwd Richa, Durham-pl, Seven eatin umber, July 25. 
v. Reg Aug 
sy Francis, CS Sheteld, Table Knife Manufacturér. Aug 12. Conv. 
Reg Aug | 


Roberts, Sir "natal Howland, Aldridge-rd-villas, Bayswater, Baronet. 
Aug 13. Arrt. Reg Aug 19. 

Roe, Robt Hy, Boston Spa, York, Artist, July 21. Asst. Reg Aug 18. 

“~s- ve hag hee 1 nr Huddersfield, Spindle Manufacturer. 
uly Vv 

Schlessinger, —— Birm, Jeweller. July 26. Comp. Reg Aug 18 

Scott, John, & John Whitaker, Bradford, Rag Merchants. July 10. 
Conv. Reg Aug 15. 

Slater, Sam], Congleton, Chester, Tanner. Aug6. Conv. Reg Aug 18. 

Smeeton, Joseph, Leamington, Draper. July 21. Asst) Reg Aug.i?. 

Smith, Francis, fiudders‘old, ‘Draper. Aug 5. Conv. Reg Aug i6. . 

Southworth, Wm, Chorley, Lancaster, Innkeeper. July 29. Conv, 


Aug 18. 
Tault, Wm, Loughborough, Leicester, Builder. Aug 11. Conv. Reg 


Aug |7 
Trowbridge, Geo, Lpool, Picture Dealer. Aug 11. — Reg Aug 18. 
Williams, Thos, Haverfordwest, Watchmaker. Aug Conv. Reg 


Aug 18. 
Tvespay, Aug. 23, 1864. 


Allen, Wm, Great sr wapae -st, Oxford-st, Carver and Gilder, July 24. 


Cony. Reg Aug 
Broadbent, — Oa Ford, Middx, Flock Merchant. Aug9. Comp. 
Reg Aug 20. 
-_ _— nr Newport Pagnell, Bucks, Miller. July 25. Asst, Reg 
Aug 22 
Clark, Thos Wm, Bishopsgate-st, Merchant. J a. Avg 19. 
Comes, Ow Jee: Southwell, Nottingham, . Aug 16. Conv. 


Aug 2 
a er Say Oldham, Boot Dealer. Aug 4. Conv. Reg A’ 
. % Joho, Nottingham, Spirit Merchant. July 30. San. Reg 


Eliot, "Robt Geo, Reese Lyme, Stafford, Currier. July 28. 


Conv. Reg Aug 22 

Fuller, — ore Wetherell, Pancras-lane, London, Merchant. Aug 15. 
Comp. Aug 22. 

Garwood, Geo, Stockport-Etchells, Chester, Farmer. Aug 19, Asst. 
Reg Aug 22. 


George, Wm, Birm, Builder. July 27. Asst. Reg Aug 20. 

ane Chowbent, Lancaster, Bolt Manufacturer, Aug 1. Conv. 

Cutome, Thos, U yay Kennington-lane, Surrey, Comm Traveller, Aug 
Asst. Aug 20 

pa Fredk, od, Decklersbery, Accountant. Mt. Conv. 5 kag ol 

Higgins, Philip, Highbridge, Somerset, Baker. July 27. Cony. 


Aug 22. 
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aoe Ebenezer, & John Walmsley Holgate, Over Darwen, Lancaster, 
Upholsterers. July 27. Conv. Aug 23. 
pool, Sailmuker. Aug 3. Comp. Reg Aug 19 
Jones, Edwd, Minsterley, Salop, Grocer. July 25. Conv. Reg Aug 22. 
Nestons rn gd Edmuad, Church-rd, Battersea, Gent, Aug 9. Arr. 
eg Aug 
ty Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Builder, July 30. Conv. 
— Gea, Feneburch-st, London, Merchant, July 15, Comp. Reg 
Aug 
ge oe Sopa: Kingston-upon-Hull, Smack Owner, July 25. Conv. Reg 
Aug 
Rothery, Robt ion Godliman-st, Doctors’-commons, Gent. July 22. 


Arr. Reg 
Rowley, Geo Congleton, Chester, Ribbon Manufacturer. Aug 4. Comp. 
Aug 11. Reg 


Reg Aug 23. 
ay 7 Loughborough, Leicester, Builder. 
Aug I 
Conv. Reg Aug 22. 
Salford, Day Waiter. July 27. Asst. Reg Aug 22. 


Sharp, Thos Alex, Leeds, Whitesmith. Aug 3. 
July 15. Release. 


Taylor, Thos, 
Whitehead, Wm, Marston, Stafford, Cordwainer.: 
Reg Aug 22, 
lady tng Henderson, Gateshead, Cabinet Maker. July 26. Conv, Reg 
ug 19. 
Wilson, Joshua, Manch, Publican. Aug 9. Asst. Reg Aug 23. 
Young, John, Wigan, Plumber. Aug 13. Conv. Reg Aug 22. 
Bankruypts. 
Frpay, Aug. 19, 1864. 


To Surrender in London. 
oe _ My -st, Chelsea, Tailor. Pet Aug 16. Sept 5 at 12. 


Ball, Wm, Katght’s-hill, Lower Norwood, Builder. Pet Aug 15. 
at hy South-sq, Gray’s-inn 

Bur, Homer-rd, Hackney Wick, Optician. Pet Aug 17. 
at I. Allen & Co, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Butt, Joseph; Salisbury-st, Lisson-grove, Baker. Pet Aug 16. Sept 5 at 
ll. Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn. 

Campling, Thos, Norwich, Plumber. Aug 30at 1. Sole & 

Pet Aug 


Conv. 


Hill, 
Aug 30 
Sept 5 


Pet Aug 5. 
Co, Aldermanbary, for Miller & Co, Ni 

ael, Benj Cockburn, Prisoner for Debt, Whitecross-st. 
1% Aug 30 at 1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry. 


Clann, Edwin John Hy, Addison-rd, Notting-hill, Clerk. Pet Aug 16, 
Sept 5at12. Head & Pattison, Martin’s-laae. 
—— Fredk Edwd, Poplar, Baker. 


Pet Aug!7. Sept 5 atl. Hulse 


Co, Cheapside. 
Druce, Edwd Tredway, Praed-st, ee. Butcher. Pet Aug 16. 
Sept 5atil. Dobie, Gt James- st, Bedford-ro 
Fancourt, Richd, Ponsonby -st, Millbank, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug 12. Aug 
30 at 12. Wright, Chancery-lane. 
Garlick, John, Carlton-ter, Peckham, Baker. Pet Aug 17. Sept 5 atl. 
Ody & Adams, Trinity- to Southwark. 
Goldring, Hy Wm, rd-st, Merchant. Pet Aug 8. Aug 30 at 12. 
Phillips, Chareh- a wes ury. 
Handford, Chas, Exchange-ct, Strand, Sergeant in the Corps of Commis- 
sionaires. Pet Ang i5. Aug 30 at 12. Hill, Basinghali-st. 
Honeyman, Wm, Manor-rd, Bermon:isey, Waterman. Pet Aug13. Aug 
30 at 12. Drew, New Basinghal}-st. 
Jas, Prisoner in Debtors’ Prison, Maidstone, Commercial 
Pet Aug !9. Sept 5at 12. Bennett, Serjeants’-inn. 
Farm-rd, Camden-towa, Baker. Pet Aug 16. Sept 5 
ati2. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Ledicott, Alfred, & Alfred Wm Carpenter, High-st, Southwark, Mer- 
chants. Pet Aug 13. Aug 30at 1. Windsor, Basinghall-st. 
Maillard, Alexis, Lisle-st, Leicester-sq, Boot Maker, Pet Aug 16. 
Satll. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st. 
Morgan, h Edwd, New Compton-st, Soho, Boot Manufacturer. 
Aug ls. Aug 30atl. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Musgrave, Wm Hy, & Wm Reynolds, Sekforde-st, Middx, Gold Chain 
Makers. Pet Aug 15. Aug 30 at 11. West, Charlotte-row, Mansion- 
Parslow, Thos, Royal-hill. Bayswater, Butcher. 
12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Pratt, Wm, March, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Aug 15. Aug 30 at 12. 
Freeman, Bucklersbury. 
Thos, Waterloo-rd, Lambeth, Tobacconist. Pet Aug 17. 
Rm. 5ati2. Holt & Mason, Quality-ct. 
Robert-st, Bedford-row, Coachman. Pet Aug 17. Sept 5 
“= 1. Pittman, U; Stamford-st. 
Smith, Atwood By, st. Salisbury-sq, Solicitor. Pet Aug 16. Sept 
5atii. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
a t= John,jun, Camden-gardens, Bethnal-green-rd, Metal Dealer. Pet 
Avg 16. pay all. Nixon, Bedford-row. 
Tills, Geo, Newton-st, High Holborn, Brass Founder. Pet Aug 16. Sept 
m. at Sind erat Coes 
eaver, ew-st, Covent-garden, Tailor. Pet Aug 15. t 5 at 
11. Lefroy, Robert-st, Adelphi. a eel 
’ Gun-lane, Limehouse, Dipeinnt, Pet Ang 15. Aug 30 at 


were, 
12. Harcourt, King’s Arms-yd, n-st, 

Welton, John, Ledbury-st, Peckham, Builder. Pet Aug 17. Sept 5 at 1. 

. Grafton-st, Mile-end, out of business. Pet Aug 17. 


Chidley, Old Jewry. 

right, 

Sept5atl. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Boulton, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, ae be” Hereford, Adj Aug 16. 
nese,’ tae Geeta Ghemion ioe sed Victualler. Adj Aug 15. 
nm x ir ni: ti er. 

Aug "at ati2. Turner, oa aie Taetle 

Capstick, Franeis, Barnard Castle, Durham, Skinner. Pet Aug 13. Bar- 


Sept 1 at 10, Richardson, Barnard 
Clark, pen Bowling, Bradford, Comm * Agent. Pet Aug 12. Bradford, 


Sept 6.at 10. Hi 
Cockerill, Norfolk, Drover. Adj July 20 (for pau). Gt 


Sephora apne. Yarmouth. 


Sept 
Pet 


Pet Aug 17. Aug 3l at 


Aug 15, Leeds, Sept 2at 11. | Ti 





» Basford, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 16, 
‘at 11. Heath, Nottingham. 
» Horse Dealer. Pet Aug 15. Cardiff, Aug 30 at 11, 


Pet Aug 16. Manch, Aug 31 at 9,30, 


Durrant, Thos Parker, Old Steine, les on) Auctioneer. Pet July 28, 
righton, Sept 1 at 11. Lamb, Brigh 
Eccles, Thos, Hulme, Lancaster, House Pa Painter. Adj July 19. Salford, 
Sept 3 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. } 
Edwards, Geo, Ipswich, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug 13. Ipswich, Ang 20/at 


J 
Birm, Sept 
Davies,§ Jas, 
Griffith, Cardiff. 
Dobbs, Jas, Manch, Beer Retailer. 
Gardner, Manch. 


Manch, Aug 


it. Moore, Ipswich. 

Forrester, John, Penrith, Farmer. Pet Aug 8. habe ota 
Aug 3l at t2. Ingledew & Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Fos oe. oy pe nr Lpool, Bailder. Adj Aug 15. Lpool, Aug 31 at 

1 urner, 

Gee, Thos, Oldham, Cotton Spinner. Pet Aug 16. Manch, Aug 30 at 11. 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Govier, Sam! Edwd, Aldershot, Publican. Adj July 90. Farnham, Aug 
30 at 12. Hollest, Farnham. 

Gratrix, Alf, Manch, Iron Merchant. Pet Aug 15. Manch, Aug 31 at 9,30, 
Gardner, Manch. , 

Haskell, Edwd, Winchester, Jobbing Gardener. Pet Aug 17. Winchester, 
Aug 3l atl!. Hollis, Winchester. 

Holgate, Jas, Calverley, York, Cloth Maker. Pet Aug 16. Bradford, Sept 
6 at 9.45. Hill, Bradford. 

Horner, Geo, Bradford, Cutter-out at a Boot Manufactory. Pet Aug 16. 
Bradford, Sept 6 at 9, 45. Green, B rd. 

Inder, Simeon, Martock, Somerset, Butcher’s Assistant. Pet Aug 9, 
Yeovil, Sept 2 at 1!. Watts, Yeovil. 

Jefferies, Thos, Kidderminster, out of business. Pet Aug 12. Kidder- 
minster, Sept 1 at 10. Batham, Kidderminster. 

Knight, Wm, Walsa!), Stafford, Provision Merchant. Pet Aug 16. Wal- 
sall, Aug 29 at 12, Warmington, Dudley. 

Lister, John, Whitley Bridge, York, Farmer, Pet Aug 16. Leeds, Aug 
29 at 11. Walker, Pontefract, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Meggitt, Mary, Kingston-upon-Hull, Widow. Pet Aug 15, Kingston~ 
upon-Hull, Aug 30at 11. Ayre, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Mosey, Richd, Salford, Fish Curer. Pet Aug 15. Salford, Sept 3 at 9.30. 
Lamb. Manch. 

Owen, Wm, Portsea, Engineer H.M.’s ship Asia. Pet Aug 20. Ports. 
mouth, Aug 29 at 11, Paffard, Portsea. 

Precious, Joseph, Spaldington, nr Howden, Farm Servant. Pet Aug 13. 
York, Aug 25 at 12. Mason, York. ee 

ro Jas, Birm, Builder. Pet Aug 18. Birm, Sept23 at 12. Fitter,’ 

irm, 

Robinson, Jas, Stanwix, nr Carlisle, Cattle Dealer. Adj Aug 9. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Aug 31 at 1. Hoyle, Rewesstionwaee tia 

Rogers, Edwd Holt, Grantham, Lincoln, Tin Plate Worker. T Pet Aug 4. 
Birm, Sept 6 at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham, and Malim, ne pe 

Sandalls, John, Isfield, Sussex, Market Gardener, Pet Aug ll. Lewes, 
Aug 29 at 10. Hillman, Lewes. 

Shaw, John, jun, Hoyland Common, York, Mason. Pet Aug 16. Barns- 
ley, Aug 30 at 10. Broadbent, Sheffield. 

Shawcross, Edwin, Hulme, Manch, Draper. Pet Aug 18. 
30 at li. Farrington, Manch. 

Sibson, Thos, Southsea, Hants, fy sana toa Tailor. .Pet Aug 13, Ports- « 
mouth, Aug 29 at 11. Paffard, Portsea. 

Spruce, David, Kirkdale, nr Lpool, Pawnbroker. [et Aug 17. Lpool, 
Sept 5 at ll. Bremner, Lpool. 

Strange, Wm, Leicester, Cattle Dealer. Adj Aug 9. Leicester, Sept 15 
at 10. Petty, Leicester. 

Swindeils, Saml, Mellor, Derby, Bookkeeper. Pet Aug i7. Hyde, Aug 31 
at1l2. Hibbert, Hyde, 
Thirkettle, Thos Goldby, Brighton, Surgeon Dentist. Pet Aug 16. 
Brighton, Sept 5 at 1!. Mills, Brighton, 
Thurstans, Wm, sen, Oldbury, Worcester, out of business, Pet Aug 15. 
Birm, Oct 10 ‘at 12, Chambley, Wolverhampton, & James & Griffin, 
Birm. 

Trodd, Geo Watts, Upton Gray, nr Basingstoke, Butcher. Pet Aug 16. 
Basingstoke, Aug 30 at 12. Chandler, Basingstoke. 

Trow, Jas Thos, Ash, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, Pet Aug 15. Farnham, | 
Aug 30 af 12. White, Guildford. 

Turner, Jas, Tewkesbury, Tinman, Pet Aug 15. Bristol, Aug 31 atti. 
Henderson, Bristol. 

Turner, Sam] Hayward, Lpool, Shipbroker. Pet Aug 16. Lpool, Sept 2 
atil. Pemberton, Lpool. 

West, Jas, Beccles, Suffolk, Journeyman Coachmaker. Pet Aug 17. Bee- 
cles, Sept 1 at 10. Kent, Beccles, 

Whitten, Edwd Joseph, Wellingborough, Northampton, out of business. 
Pet Aug 15. Wellingborough, Aug 30 at 11. Cook, Wellingbor ie 

Wright, Walter, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet Aug 17, Nottingham, 
28 atl. Gibson, jun, Nottingham. 

TuespayY, Aug 23, 1864. 
To Surrender in London, 

Baker, Wm, Croydon, Clerk. Pet Aug 20, Sept 6 at 1. Marshall, 
Hatton-garden. i 

Batchelor, Alf Thos, Gloncester-pl, Walworth-common, Metal Dealer. 
Pet Aug 19. Sept 6atil, Buchanan, Basinghall 

Britton, Wm Boucher, and Arthur Britton, Hastings, rieden Decorators. 
Pet Augl2. Sept5 at tl, Hand, Coleman-st. 

Buck, Gee Alf, Albert-st, Pimlico, Comm Agent. Pet Aug 6, Sept 12 at 
11. Walker, Basfnghall-st. 

Cullen, Jenkin Fuller, Ramsgate, Plumber. Pet Aug 20. Sept 6 at 1 
Hewitt, Nicholas-lane, Lombard-st. 

Durman, Edwd, Dagmer-rd, Victoria-pk, Builder, Pet Aug 15. Sept 5 at 
ll. Tripp, Dane's-inn, Strand. 

Field, Thos, Broad-ct, Clerkenwell, General Dealer. Pet Aug 19 (for pat). 
Sept 6 at 12. Aldridge. 

Kemsley, lr: ae nr Sittingbourne, Fruiterer. Adj Aug 17. Sept. 
6 at 12, 

Laird, Robt Grimmond, Cannon-st West, Civil Engineer. Pet Aug 18. 
Sept 16 ati1. Smith, Gt Tower-st. 

Liswelian! Gen, ew Chureh-st, re “grove, Corn Dealer. Pet Aug 17. 
Sept 5 at Strand. 

, Geo ee Burrage-rd, Plumstead, Attorney’s Clerk. Adj Auz 17 

Sept 6at12, Aldridge. 





‘Ang. 27, 1864. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








Miller, st i bate ee Spee, Cie AG. Pet Aug 19. 
6atii 
wacka, Geo Opp per Charon ott, ne Portland-r@, Prisoner for Debt. Adj 
a . 
4 tape an Church Depetory Brick Merchant. Pet Aug 20, Septs 


1. at. 
Ramsey, Wm “Wor, lied Lisn-st, ‘Clerkenwell, Manufacturing Jeweller. Pet 
Aug 19. Sept 6 at 12. Randall, Coleman- 
Ridiey, Richd Parnham, Prisoner for Debt Whitecross-st Prison, late 
nt 3rd Light Dragoons. Pet Aug 19. Sept6at12. Rickards 
& Walker, Lineoin’s-inn-fields. 
iceman, Dovid, e Prisoner for Debt in the Gaol at Norwich. Adj Aug 16. 
eecet 6 tt Aldridge. 
felmnitz, Carl Hage August Von, Cheapside, Shipping Agent. Pet Aug 


19 (for pau). He 6 at 12. ze. 
Barnsbury-rd, Islington, Tea Grocer. Pet Angi8. Sept 6 at 

il. "Layton. jun, Church -row, Islington. 
Warburton, Chas, eon Old a rd, Clerk H. M. Customs. 
Pet Aug 18. Sati. Wells, ‘Moorgate- 
by rosea Thos, wick, Bucks, Farmer. Pot Ang 19. Sept 18 at 11. 

wrance & Cg, Old Jewry-chambers. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Allen, Joseph, Kidderminster, Tanner. Pet Aug 18. 
Sept 3 “s 12. Baycott, Kidderminster. 
Anderson, Wm, Cheetham, Lancaster, omm Agent. Pet Aug 20. Sal- 
ford, Sept 3: at 9.30. Swan, Manch, 
Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Butcher. Pet Aug 20. Stoke- 
tWatil. Tennant, Hanley. 
ain, Hy Ma id, Norwich, Tailor. Pet ron 18. Norwich, Sept 5 at 
ge ay Yo Norwich. 


ee, 3 ohn Douthwaite, Skelsmergh, Westmoreland, Husbandman. 
Pet Aug 17. Kendal, Sept 7at 11. Thompson, Kendal. 

ary baa Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Farmer. Pet Aug 19. Exeter, Sept 
at 12. Andrews & Cockeram, Dorchester, and Clarks, Exeter. 

mn, bee, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Grocer. Pet Aug (8. Hinckiey, 
27 at il. Chamberiaio, Leiceste 
ry, Wm, Bloxwich, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 11. Birm, Sept 

. Northumberland, Farm Servant. 


% at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury. 
Brown, John, nr Morpeth Adj July 
. Morpeth, Sept 8 at6. Wilkinson, Morpeth 
Pa Silloth, Cumberland, Butcher. Pet ‘Aug 18, Wigton, Sept 
Wannop, Carlisie. 
im, Birm, — on Turner. Pet Aug 18. Birm, Sept 26 


Pet Aug 19. Satford, 


Kidderminster, 





Birm 
ton, Carpenter. ° Pet Aug 19. Brighton, Sept 7 at 11. 
Penfold, Brighton. 
Handscomb, John Richards, Red- te hom ope Plumber, Pet Aug 15. 


Reigate, Aug 30 at 3. Harrowell, 
Harkes, Wm, Lostock Gralam, Chester, Agricultural Implement Maker. 
Pet Aug 20. Lpool, Sept 6 at Il, Cheshire, Northwich. 
, A Dean, Gloucester, Draper. Pet Aug 18. 
Bristol, Sept 2 at il, Smith, Newnham, and Press & Inskip, Bristol. 


ms Nailsea, Fe peg rad eee ae —o Taunton Gaol. Adj Aug 
9. Bristol, 9ati2. Bayley, N 
Howel, Chas, , Slate Dealer. Pet Aug 16. Lpool, Sept 9 at 11, 
Atkinson 
Wm, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Victualler. Pet Aug 20, Bristol, 
Bevan, Bristol. 
Hulme, Lancaster, Letter-press Printer, Adj Aug 16. 
Manch, Sept 2 at 12. M . Manch, 
Linthwaite, Jas, Old Radford, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Pet Aug 19, 
Nottingham, Sept 28 at 11, Heathcote, Nottingham. 
Li Stafford, Railway Porter. Pet Aug 20. Haniey, 


and Wilbrabam Mangnall, Bolton, Paper Manufac- 
Pet Aug 17, Maneh, Sept 13 at 11. Richardson & Brandwood, 


Pet Ang 12 (for pau). Manch, 


Thos, West End, Aldershot, out of business. Pet Aug 18. 
weran "Thon, Gat White, Guildford. 
sg ae nee " Pet Ang 20. Cardiff, Sept 


lanch, Inspector of Scavengers. Pet Aug 18. 
aya, sat.0. Manch, 


‘ten 
: regson Claughton, Leeds, Woollen Manufac- 
sds Sept 8 at 11, ry gt ery 
i Manch, Brew rewer. Pet Aug 19. Manch, Sept 2 at 
. P 20. 

ai Sica Tether et Aug ster 

om ittlehampton, Sussex, Wheelwright A 
16. opt @ at 10. itm, Brighton. te 
5 wright. Pet Aug 17. Wor- 


Sat il. comen, 
Everton, nr Lpool, Builder. Pet Aug 22. Lpool, Sept 6 


La. Tyncwal, Land Surveyor. Pet Avg 16 Dol 
iy satis —ee ees é 
Manch, Bricklayer. Pet Aug 13 (for pau). 


sve et at 33h. Gaine, Mah York, Engine Tenter. Pet Aug 19. 
paren Fe Rotherham. big 


5 at 3. 
d 
Wyehcat Saha, ¢ Fissoar Panger or Bebt Devon County Prsn Adj Aug 12. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Pawar, Aug 19, 1864. 


fom, Rib Edwin, Magi, Yoke Seaeers ame, Oe 


Torspar, Aug. 23, 1864. 
Hughes, Thos Morris, St Julian, Shrewsbury, Gent. Aug 8: 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE. 
Aug. 19.—By Messrs. Norntom, Hoecant, & Tater; 
A well-secured rental lace and” North pamane, lobe ae, Both 
——— apron in North-place and N 


al-green, and eight henees clenpte fe Derbyabire-streat 
Elliott's. tow, Bethnal-green-road ; held an saiatin term # io 
years—Sold for £350. 
Leasehold property, comprising the Manor get 
ing-honses, situate No. 124, 126, and 128, Manor. 
13, and 14, Cross-street, Clapham ; fhe, a 
num; held for an unexpired term 
£25 4s, per annum —Sold for igs. 


Aug. 23.—By Meters. Beaver. 
Freehold estate known as Wasdale Hail, situate at Westwater, Cumber- 
yn eres ‘esr farms, the 


Freehold and copyhold cmmee | pon a poenteld 7ievy seneie .o yon 
field, Essex, comprising a house, cottage, 
buildings, together with several enclosures of pasture land, containing 
54a 3r 16p—Sold for £8,000. 

Freehold waterside premises, known as the Bridge Whar, situate at Maid- 
stone, Kent ; let at £210 per annum—Sold for £4,000. 

Frechold, the Wateringbury Mill, situate at Wateringbury, Kéit, uha 
three enclosures of grass and fruit plantation, the whole contaifiins 
lla 2r 5p; let at £200 per annum—Sold for £3,900. 

Freeho!d farm, situate at Rising Well, Kent, 
shop, stable, and five enclosures of pasture, fruit, 

nat the whole containing 12a 3r 17p; let at £64 per ann 


, 


Nee 12, 
ata cota £197 pr an: 


@ messuage and 
om, and 
for 


Aug. 24.—By Messrs. Norton, HoaGant, & Tas. 

Freehold residence, known as Cleveland House, with stabdling, coach- 
house, and pleasure grounds, situate at Brixton-hill, Surrey, containing 
nearly 3 acres—Sold for £5,000. 

Freehold residence, known as ‘Warren House, with stabdling, gardens, and 
paddocks, the whole containi eity 4 acrés, situate in the parish of 
Streatham, Surrey —Sold for 

Policy of assurance for £700, “ins with the Equitable Life Office on the 
life of a gentleman aged 76 years —Sold for 2,610. 

Freehold buiiding land, containing 24 acres, situate in White Hart4ané, 

and Wold’s-lane, ‘Tottenham—Gue See 2650. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Aug. 17.—By Messrs, Fangprorurd, Cragn, & LYE, 
Freehold estate, situate in the parish of Kingsclere, known as 
mie poh Oak Farm, containing 43a ir 23p of arable and pasture land—Suld 
or 
Freehold pl plot of arable land, situate as above, and known as Wheeler's 
nd, containing 9a Or 27p—Sold for $250. 
Freshola estate, situate as above, and containing 5a 9r 2)p.of meadow and 
Frochold plot of oa isi, sit above, and containing 
reehold plot of meadow uate as above, Sa or 
—Sold for £240. 8p 
By Messrs. CaaRiron. 
Freehold building estate, containing 39a 3r 4p of ome Tand, situate a: 
Tonbridge, Kent—Soid for £9,500, * ; 
By Messrs, Nasu. 
Freehold estate, ite in the parishes of Ockley and 
taining }é5a te aap et arable, meadow, aon Ang one ed pa Ripe dda 
for £2,840. 
Aug, 18.—By Mr. Mansa. 
Leasehold residence, being No. 4, Queen Anne-street, Cavendis-squire ; 
a. years unexpired; ground-rent £40 per annum—GSoild for 


349. 
Leasehold, five dwelling-houses, one with shop, forming Brook's-terracé, 
William: street, a —_e a producing £125 per 
annum ; term, ‘om i at a ground-rentet £16 
yy amnnm—Sakd oe dase i ‘ a = 
old residence, situate in Idmiston-road, Forest-lane, Stratford ; esti- 
"nae annual value taps bags : 
'reeh two dwelli ouses with shops, being Nos. 8 and 5, Rileys 
street, ‘Dismetiieg tae for £610, 6 
By Mr. Data, 
Lenschold, two va Gueting ones welt Be se eee 
capivell » greta sound tent, Se per ube and Be ri 
By Messrs. Sapawick & Son, 
Freehold house, two cottages, and several ondsana nae of meadow land, 
situate at Bamford’s Corner, near Stanmore, Middlesdt, containing 


land, and a oF rg situate be ond 
cod containing Sas br 38p-reus tow tae +. 
Aug. 19.—By Mr. Rosser Rew. 

Leasehold residence, known a3 Woodlands, being No. 6, St. ; 
road; term, 52 years unexpired ; ground-rent £71 10s. per ston 
Sid for £3,500 per annum. 

Leasehold residence, being Ne. 18, Wimpole-street, Cavéndish- 
let at £210 per annum ; term, 3! years unexpired; ground- 
per annum—Sold for £1,715. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 84, Se ren, eels See 
Re moahs S50, © years unexpired ; ground-rent £23 per annuni 
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, being ag ot 1 to 8, Leather- 


Leaschold, eight Dove-court. 
» similar to above—Sold 


dwelling-houses, 
9 let at £100 per annum ; term 
for £ 
By Messrs. Cowtanp & Sons. 
Freehold ground-rents, amounting to £42 per annum, secured on eight 
houses and poe ag Ferdinand and Hethersett-streets, Hamp- 
Aug. 24.—By Messrs. Fanesnoraen, Crakk, & Lre. 
Freehold building land, in 19 lots, situate at Twickenham, Middlesex— 
Sold from £35 to £260 per lot. 
Freehold, 2 houses with grounds, paddock, &c., situate at Streatham, 
Surrey—Sold for £2,640. 
Aug. 25.—By Messrs. Waste & Sons. 
Copyhold residence, with garden, paddock, and orchard, situate at West- 
cott, near Dorking, the whole containing la ir 36p—Sold for £1,190. 
By Messrs. Wantrers & Lovesor. 
Lease, &c., of the Three Tuns, situate at the corner of Somerset-street, 
Whitechapel; term, 7 years unexpired—Sold for £880. 


Monmonthshire.—Desirable and valuable Freehold situate ot 
Grosmont. rg aircon Bs 
yay, 11_ miles from Monmouth, 11 from Abergavenny, ee 








RULES AND ORDERS OF THE LAND REGISTRY OFFICE. 
Just published, price 1s., post free, forming a Supplement to Mr. Miller’s 


HE GENERAL RULES and ORDERS of the 
OFFICE OF LAND REGISTRY. 


Price 2s. 6d.; with the Rules 3s., post free, 


HE ACT to FACILITATE the PROOF of 
TITLE to, and the CONVEYANCE of REAL ESTATES. | With 
PRACTICAL NOTES end INDEX. By ALEXANDER E. MILLER, 


wa of = Solictions’ Journal” and “ Weekly Reporter,” Carey-street, 





Price 1s., free by post, 


HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL CONVEYAN- 
CERS’ STAMP DUTIES. By FREDERICK STROUD, Author of 
“The ae Fagg rt Practice in Bankruptcy,” “The Practical Law of 


Bills of 
London: 59, Carey-strest, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Jost published, price Is. 64., post free, = 
ANDY BOOK on the DIMINUTION of the 
POOR RATES. By STANDISH G. GRADY, Recorder of 


Gravesend. 

“The importance, 0 of this Soe is becoming, and will become every 
day, more grave. difficulty must be grappled with, and we think the 
learned Recorder has contributed some help towards its solution by the 
accurate information, the ween 7 eeprom i ash od ew deep philan- 
thropy which adorn the pages of this unpretending lit eatise.”— Law 


Magazine. 
London: Witpy & Sons, Lincoin’, s-inn-archway. 
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LACK’S ‘FENDER AND FIRE- IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 

three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s, the set. Teapots, 
knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 

cottage, £3. Siack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
= Knives, }4s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 


an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
those to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
fectro- Pla , Warranted Table yelp Furnishing Ironmon- 
y be had gratis or free. Every article marked in plain 
same low prices pn Bes or Bm their establishment has been 
Ne aioli <n date trmadlinmanoa above £2 delivered carriage free 
per 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
ite Somerset House. 








SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
find the eg omy article ba. ot than fe other house. Lists 











LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
econ epi ne my gp ocala Perma Set 
Silver. iddle Thread, i 
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\ R. GEORGE PYE has received 
A ae 
the GREYHOUND ee the cit: 4 of Hereford, on Y, the 2 
lath day of SEPTEMBER next, at FOUR o'clock “in the afternoon, the 
Lot 1 comprises a genteel and convenient residence called The Lodge 
delightfully situate in the picturesque village of Grosmont ; 
three reception rooms, 
cellar, stable, coach-honse, and the usual appurtenances, with a 
ductive garden meadow land, and grass orchard ocd 
of J, Lane, Esq., whose lease will expire on Febraary 2, 1867. 
is sae to the payment of 6s. 2d. per annam chief rent, and 
Lot 2 comprises the valuable and compact Estate called the Town 
situate at Grosmont, containing 103a. Ir. 4p., more or less, of 
ings, lying in a ring fence, being well timbered, and having @ 
supply of water; the farm isin a good state of cultivation, and is 
1866. The land-tax on this lot is £3 5s. and chief rent 7s. per annum; 
both lots are very near the church, and include some excellent 
packs of foxhounds meet in the neighbourhood. 
country is celebrated for the beauty of its scenery i the Parity 
To view apply to the respective tenants, and for particulars and si 
tions to Messrs. JAMES & CURTIS. 23, Ely-place, London, E.G,;) 


SELL by AUCTION (unless previously sold by 
above-mentioned PROPERTY, in two lots. 
seven bed-rooms, kitchen, pantry, and 
ing; aa the whole about 5a. Or. 17p., now in the 
any 

land tax. 

dow, pasture, and wood land, with suitable farm-house and 
the occupation of Mr. Edwin Martin, whose lease will expire at 
sites. There is good trout fishing within five minutes’ ae 
the air. 
the auctioneer, Madley, Hereford: and at the principal inns in ‘the 
bourhood. 








Extensive Estates and Residence of Rosehaugh, in Ross-shire, and C) 
Patronage for Sale. To be sold by PUBLIC ROUP, on WEDNESDA 
the 14th SEPTEMBER next, at TWO o'clock afternoon, withia, Lex 
CAY & BLACK’S pep topes Yow hn i gas street, E : 
not previously disposed 

y aye ~ E LANDS of. ROSEHAUGH and L 

SUDDIE, with the Mansion-house, Garden, and Offices 
haugh, lying in the parishes of Avoch, Knockbain, and Rosemarki 
county of Ross. These lands, which are very compactly situated, 

mated to extend to 6,350 acres, or thereby. Of these, about 4,019 9 

are arable, about 1,220 acres are improvable pasture, and nearly 904 

are under wood, in a healthy and thriving condition. 

The mansion-house (a charming residence) and offices are very 
and the garden and grounds around the mansion: house are ex! 
beautifully laid out. The is d about 
from the port of Avoch, on the = Firth, which is seen ete tee it. 

The Lands are well stocked with game, and being partly bo 
the Moray Firth and Munlochy Bay, are abundantly supplied with 
duck and other sea-fowl. There is right to the Salmon Fishings 
ton, in the Moray Firth 

The Patronage of the Parish Church of Avoch, which isa valuable 
will be sold ae with the Estates. 

The Estates may be reached in about twenty hours from London 
Perth and Inverness Railway to Inverness and Dingwall, from 
which places the mansion-house is distant from six to ea ay A 
way is projected from Dingwall to Fortrose, passing through the 
and the line has been already surveyed. 

Further oR may be obtained on application to 

Messrs. W P. SHARP, Solicitors, 92, Gresham-house, Old 
street, Lond 

or to Messrs. JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.8., 40, Prince’ 

Edinburgh. 


Periodical Sale (established 184%), appointed to take re the | 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent 18 t0 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Ass 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Chai 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, ' 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for 


R. MARSH begs to announce that his 
ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal 
tion of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place 
hursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, as w 
September1 ! October 6 


In addition to the atove dates, Mr. Marsh also 
the owe days are gp for the Sale of 
and Leasehold a 
Thursday, August 25 Thursday, October 20 
Thursday, September 15 Tharenes ee 
Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, London, E.C. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or nS ee 
Property, Annuities, Policiee of a 
Dock, oT haneaaies at 








a 
first 





Coleman-street, 5 value, 
and —_—cenw 


OCOA-NUT MATTING and KAMPTULICO: 


For Office Floors. 
turer’s Warehouse, 


Manufac' 
10, LUDGATE- HILL. 
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